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CRITICAL REMARKS UPON MATTHEW XI. 12, 13, AND LUKE XVI. HK. 


The Law and the Prophets were until John: since that time, the kingdom of 
God is preached, and every man presseth into it.—Lu«xe xvi. 16. 
And from the days of John the Baptist until now, the kingdom of heaven 


suffereth violence, and the violent take it by force: for all the prophets and the 
Law prophesied until John. Marr. xi. 12, 13. 


Ir is remarkable that the word Gatera:, which occurs in both 
these places, is translated in the former by the word presseth, and 
in the latter by the words suffereth violence. We observe also a 
similar difference in the vulgate and the versions of Montanus and 
Erasmus “‘ vim patitur’’—*' vim ‘facere :” that is to say, in the one 
place the same word is understood in an active, or middle sense, 
and in the other in a passive sense. The difference in the transla- 
tions was no doubt suggested by the_different subjects or nomina- 
tives of the verb. In Luke, according to the authorised English 
version, it is affirmed of every man or every one, that he presseth 
into it—that is, into the kingdom of God. In the other place, ac- 
cording to our version, it is affirmed of the kingdom of the heav- 
ens (not that it presseth, but) that it suffereth violence. «It is extra- 
ordinary that the same word should have such different signi- 
fications, especially when we consider that both of these places 
relate to the same general subject. Indeed the motive which de- 
termined the translators to adopt these almost contradictory senses 
for the same word, probably wasgo harmonize what they supposed 
to be the general sense of these two expressions. The word, it 
will be agreed, is correctly rendered in Luke ;—the doubt is, whether 
the sense given to it in Matthew can be justified. Let us adopt for 
a moment, in Matt. xi. 12, the signifigation presseth. ‘‘ From the 
days of John the Baptist until now, the kingdom of heaven press- 
eth” —(% Bacirsia trav ovgarar Galera.) This expression so under- 
stood, is in close analogy with the preaching of John the Baptist 
and of our Lord. Both began by preaching, “‘ The kingdom of 
heaven is at hand”—has come nigh—(nyyn 4 BaciAtia Tor ovgarvan, 
Matt. iii. 2; iv. 17; Marki. 15; proxime abest—in propinquo est.) 
Both these expressions may be considered figurative. What we 
may say of a material object, in a literal sense, namely, that “it has 
come nigh,” that ‘it presseth,” is here affirmed of the kingdom 
of heaven, which had come nigh, not by passing through space, 


but by lapse of time, (Mark i. 15,) and therefore may be said * to 
Vou. 1.—67 
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press itself,” or “‘ urge itself upon’’ those to whom it had come, in 
a sense corresponding or analogous to the sense in which it had 
come nigh. The context of this expression in both places tends 
to support this idea. Luke says, ‘‘The Law and the prophets, 
until John.” The translators of the authorised or commonly re- 
ceived English version have supplied the word were, but if we may 
interpret Luke by Matthew, we may with more propriety supply 
the word prophesied—(prophetaverunt, vaticinati sunt.) The mean- 
ing is, the law and all the prophets prophesied of the kingdom of 
God until John the Baptist came. They announced it as future, 
not as come: but he announced it as come nigh and no longer 
future. While it remained at a distance, it could neither press 
itself nor urge itself upon men, nor could it suffer violence from 
them, but having come nigh (by the fulfilling of the time appoint- 
ed for offering it to the Jews, Mark i. 15,) it now presses itself— 
but upon what or whom? This question will come up for consid- 
eration hereafter. 

But suppose this is so, it will be inquired what does the residue 
of the clause mean, “and the violent take it by force.” The 
corresponding phrase in Luke xvi. 16, is, ‘and every man presseth 
into it”? —(xai was us avrn Pialeras, “et omnis in illud vim facit,’ 
Vulg. and Montanus, ‘‘ et quivis in illud vim facit,”’ Erasmus, ‘‘ et 
quivis in illud vi perrumpit,” Beza, “ et quis que ipsum premit ut 
ingrediatur,” Junius and Tremellius, et quisque vim adhibet ut eo 
potiatur, Naebe. ) 

It is a good rule not to translate a doubtful expression in a sense 
which is not supported by the facts of the case, and it is proper 
therefore to inquire whether every one, (confining of course the 
expression to the Jewish nation,) or the people generally did press 
into the kingdom of God. John the evangelist says of the Lord 
Jesus Christ, ‘‘ He came (ss ra aux) to his own, (things, kingdom, 
property, peculiar right,) and his own (% s3:0, people, subjects,) re- 
ceived him not, John i. 11. Thus he states the fact generally, as 
if the rejection were universal. He gives us to understand, how- 
ever, in the next verse, that some did receive him, but these were 
the few, not the many. That the number who believed in Christ 
during his personal ministry, wag small, very small compared with 
the entire population, may be proved by many passages, Acts i. 15; 
1 Cor. xv. 6. Though his miracles ought to have convinced the 
nation that he was their Messiah, yet they almost universally rejected 
him, Matt. xxii. 3, 5, 7; Luke xiv. 18, being blinded as it had been 
foretold, John xi. 37; Mark iv. 12; Luke viii. 10; Matt. xiii. 14; 
xxviii. 26, 27; Rom. xi. 8; Is. liii. 1; vi. 10. All the proofs which 
Christ gave of his Messiahship, were resisted—his miracles were 
ascribed to Belzebub—in fact, all means were resorted to for the 
purpose of opposing his doctrines and his proofs of the near ap- 
proach of the kingdom of God. In Matt. xxiii. 13, we find this 
passage, ‘‘ But woe unto you scribes and pharisees, hypocrites ; 
for ye shut up the kingdom of heaven against men; for ye neither 
go in, neither suffer ye them that are entering to go in,” which may 
mean that they so perverted and distorted the doctrine of the king- 
dom which he preached, and the proofs which he gave that it had 
come upon them, as to deter the common people from believing in 
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him. Without citing farther proofs, may we not say that neither 
the whole nation, nor the larger part of it, nor even any considerable 
number of the people, pressed into the kingdom ? 

But we shall get some light upon this expression of Luke, from 
the corresponding expression of Matthew, “the violent take it by 
force” —(Biarras agnalovow avrny, violenti rapiunt illud,) By the 
violent, we cre undoubtedly to understand that clas$ or body of per- 
sons to whom Luke refers by the words (was, omnis) every man, 
and as the kingdom was offered at the time in question only to the 
Jewish nation, we must understand by the violent, (G:asras, violenti,) 
and by every man, (was, omnis, quivis, quisque,) the whole Jewish 
nation without exception, or the great body of it. In what sense 
they were violent, will come up for consideration presently. The 
word (agnafovcw) which is translated take it by force, is several times 
used in the New Testament. Examples of the sense in which it 
is used are the following. The wicked one (aenats) catcheth away 
that which is sown in the heart, Matt. xiii. 19. When Jesus knew 
they would come and take him by force, John vi. 15. The wolf 
catcheth them and scattereth the sheep, John x. 12. None shall 
pluck them out of my hand, John x.28,29. The Spirit of the Lord 
caught away Philip, Acts viii. 49. The centurion commanded the 
soldiers to take Paul by force, Acts xxiii. 10. Then we that are 
alive and remain, shall be caught up together in clouds to meet the 
Lord, &c., 1 Thess. iv. 17. Others save with fear, pulling them 
out of the fire, Jude 23. Her child was caught up to God, Rev. 
xii. 5. Paul was caught up to the third heaven and was caught 
into Paradise, 2 Cor. xii. 2,4. The kindred word agarayns, is trans- 
lated extortion, in Matt. xxiii. 25; ravening, in Luke xi. 39; spoil- 
ing, (or despoiling of goods,) in Heb. x. 34. The word agrayyor, 
is translated robbery, in Phil. ii. 6;—agnaé is joined with Avxos, in 
Matt. vii. 15, and is translated ravening wolves—eztortioners, in 
Luke xviii. L1, and also in 1 Cor. v. 10, 11, and vi. 10. From this 
examination it appears that the word dgwafw is not always used in 
a bad sense, and whether good or bad, must be determined by the 
context. Should we find it joined with agraé, or Avxos, OF 6 wovngos, 
there would be no difficulty in adopting the bad sense of the word. 
Nor could we hesitate to do so imthe passage under consideration, 
if it were clear that the word f:acras translated “ the violent” (vio- 
lenti) contains the idea of wicked, lawless, or rude violence. But 
the commentators generally consider this word as implying a holy 
urgency to enter the kingdom of heaven and enjoy its blessings, 
The violent may mean, says one, “ not men of bad characters, but 
men of ardent minds, who seek the Christian doctrine with avidity, 
and as it were, seize it.’ Another says, ‘‘ and the violent take it, 
for a man born in earth cannot take heaven, unless he does violence 
to himself, by restraining his own appetites from delights.” These 
two senses are very different. Jerome says, ‘‘Grandis enim est 
violentia in terra nos esse generatos, et coelorum sedem quaerere ; 
possidere per virtutem quod non tenuimus per naturam.” Beda 
says, “‘ Grandis namque violentia est, nos in terra generatos, posse 
regnum coelorum possidere per virtutem quod non possumus per 
naturam.” We add one example more of patristic commentary : 
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It is from Clemen’s Alexandrius—ovde trav xabevdorrwy xas BAaxevovrwr 
toriy 4 Bacideia Tov Oecd, ard of Riacral dgmalovew abrny, altn yag wore 
Bis xaarn, Oedv Riicacbar, xai wage Ost Cwijv dgnacas (Nor does the 
kingdom of God belong to those who indulge in sleep and sloth, 
but the violent take it : for this is the only good (or lawful) violence, 
(ser Biacacba:, Deo vim ferre) to do violence to God, and to snatch 
life from God,-&c. &c.) Clemens Alexandrinus, ris & cwCopsvs 
wrovows—Quisnam dives ille sit, qui salvetur, §. 21. Segaarius says 
upon this passage, ‘ Spectat locum, Matt. xi. 12—Nescio, an hxc 
sit horum verborum sententia; verum id non agimus. Plerique 
veterum et recentiorum, ita intellexerunt.” Segaarius professes to 
be a great admirer of Clement, and particularly of this performance 
of that father. His admiration, however, could not restrain him 
from expressing his doubts on this interpretation, though perhaps it 
prevented criticism. But surely such glosses of the word of God 
(and there are many of them) are nothing better than very bad 
guessing. But we pass on. 

Some of the commentators understand the expression as the 
record of a matter of fact, viz., that multitudes of the Jews were 
extremely urgent to obtain the blessings of the kingdom which 
John first began to preach. Others understand it in an abstract 
sense ; or as affirming what is required of those who desire to enter 
the kingdom, not that the Jews were violent in that sense. But 
although we might so understand this clause, it is not so easy to 
understand the expression in Luke xvi. 16, otherwise than as 
expressive of a matter of fact—‘‘every man,” according to our 
translation, ‘‘ presseth into it.” In order to avoid a difficulty which 
the matter of fact presents to such a translation, Erasmus and 
Beza translate (was, every one) by the word quivis, and Junius and 
Tremellius by the word quisque, whereas the vulgate adopts the 
word omnis. The difference between these words may be stated 
thus: (Omnis nullum excipit,) The word omnis excepts none. 
( Quivis est indefinitum,) The word quivis is indefinite, and may be 
rendered tohomsoever you will—any one you please. (Quisque inde- 
finitum quod distributive sumitur.) The word quisque, is indefinite, 
and is understood distributively. It is not denied that the word was 
may signify quivis or quisque, but it must be conceded that its usual 
sense is omnis, all or every one—(See Matt xxiv. 22; Rom. iii. 
20; Eph. v.5; 1 John ii. 21; John iii. 15; 1 Cor. i. 29; Matt. 
vii. 21.) These observations lead to the suggestion that the diffi- 
culty will be removed and the two evangelists harmonized by trans- 
lating the preposition ss, not info, but against (contra) a sense 
which it often has, see Luke xii. 10; Matt. xviii. 21; Rom. iv. 20. 
The same sense may be given the Latin preposition in—et omnus 
in illud vim facit.* The Anglo Rhemish version of this phrase is, 
‘and every one doth force toward it.”” The phrase of the vulgate 
may be rendered, “and every one doth violence against it.” Wick- 
liff’s translation of the place is, ‘and ech man doith violence in to 





*Aceusativam regit quum sumitur in bonam partem pro ergo vel in malam 
pro contra, Noltens. In this place the suggestion is that the proposition is used 
in malam partem for against. 
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it.” ‘Turning now to the expression in the original Greek, xa: was 
us avtny Bialeras, and adopting the word of the common version (for 
Bialera:) presseth, the sense according to this suggestion would be 
‘‘and every one presseth’’ or urges himself “ against it,’’ that is, 
resists it.* 

Let us now turn again to Matthew and compare this expression 
so understood with what is there affirmed—xa: Biacras agraloven 
avrn. The word aeralw may be used to signify the treatment of a 
city which has been taken and given up to be sacked by the soldi- 
ery, and such appears to be the allusion here. ‘From the days of 
John the Baptist until now, the kingdom of heaven [has come 
nigh and] presseth [or urgeth itself upon men] and the violent 
sack or pillage it, like a city which has been taken and is given up 
to the soldiery to be plundered.”’ This may not be precisely the 
meaning of the clause, but let it stand for the present ; we shall be 
able to decide better as we proceed. A question arises in this 
place as to the meaning of the phrase ‘‘ kingdom of heaven.” 
The opinion of most commentators is, that the present dispensa- 
tion of the gospel or the Christian church is the kingdom referred 
to. If this be the meaning of the phrase ‘‘ kingdom of God,” the 
common version of Luke xvi. 16, cannot be correct, for every man 
did not press into the Christian church. In fact the church of 
Christ was very small till the Holy Spirit on the day of Pentecost 
miraculously added three thousand persons to the company of the 
disciples. But the sufficient answer to this opinion is, that the 
Lord Jesus Christ was a minister of the circumcision, Rom. xv.8. 
He appeared in the end of the Levitical economy, and preached a 
kingdom to that people which, when they rejected him, was taken 
from them—(Matt. xxi. 42, 43.) But this could not have been the 





* For an illustration of the use of this word as well as of some remarks to fol- 
low, the reader may be referred to Exodus xix. 20-24 in the txx. The Lord 
had descended upon Mount Sinai, upon the top of the Mount, and had called 
Moses upon the top of the Mount, and Moses had ascended: and the Lord said to 
Moses, go down to warn the people (4 more syyiowos eos Tov Oeov xaravoncas) 
lest they come nigh to consider, (look on, gaze,) and a multitude of them fall— 
(verse 23.) But Moses said ‘‘the people cannot come up unto Mount Sinai, for 
thou chargest us, saying set bounds upon the mount,’’ &c. But the Lord said, 
** Go, descend, and ascend thou and Aaron with thee; but the priestsand the 
people Jet them not (GiaGecOwoay avanvas aeos Tov Oeor) press to ascend, or 
break through to ascend unto the Lord, lest he break forth upon them.’’ Paul 
allades to this transaction in Heb. xii. 18, 22, ‘* For ye are not come” —(ov yae 
meoreAnrvoars instead of eyy:owos, the word used in the Lxx., and the word used 
by John the Baptist and our Lord to announce that the kingdom of heaven had 
come nigh, Matt. iii. 2; iv. 17,) ‘‘ to the Mount (Sinai) which could be touched,” 
&c., ** but to Mount Sion,’ &c., in order to show the difference between the 
Christian dispensation and the dispensation of law. But what we remark here, is 
the use of the word Sialec9woay. The multitudes of Israel were encamped before © 
Mount Sinai, preparatory to the giving of the law. The Lord had commanded 
Moses to set bounds to the people round abont the Mount, which they were forbid- 
den to pass under the penalty of death. The Lord appeared upom the summit in 
fire. The danger was that the people being moved by the appearance, and being 
eager to consider it more closely, should in a crowd or body, press over the bounds 


prescribed, and should perish in their rashness. The act forbidden is expressed by 
the word we are considering. 
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present dispensation of the gospel or the privileges of the Christian 
church, because these were from the first, offered as freely to Jews 
as to the Gentiles, Acts ii. 39; iii. 19, 20; xiii. 46. The nation 
was spared near forty years after the Holy Spirit was given—the 
gospel was universally proclaimed throughout the nation, and all 
might have enjoyed the privileges of the church of Christ, if they 
had desired them. By the kingdom of heaven, we must understand 
the kingdom which John the Baptist and our Lord himself preach- 
ed—the kingdom which was offered to the Jews exclusively during 
the personal ministry of Christ—the kingdom which was taken 
from the nation, as such, when the nation rejected Christ, and the 
kingdom which will be given to the elect church, (to be gathered 
during the present dispensation out of all nations,) when the Lord 
Jesus Christ shall come again. It was the glorious kingdom of the 
Messiah. This kingdom, (acting of course as every kingdom must 
act, ) by its king and its ministers, pressed itself upon that nation 
for its acceptance, and that nation (thus pressed and urged) not 
only did not accept it, but treated it as a victorious enemy treats a 
conquered city—they sacked and plundered it—agra%ovcw—they 
violently tore it and rent it away, they subjected it to the every 
kind of rigour thereby to prevent its being established. This is a 
figurative expression. ‘The kingdom was not nigh in a sense that 
it could be seen or touched. But its king was visible, and the exhi- 
bitions which he continually made of his power were a proof that 
he was able to establish it in manifest glory, if the nation would 
receive him. He that could raise one dead man to life—or by his 
word aione, restore sight to one person that was blind—or cleanse 
at will, a single leper—or deliver one person possessed of the Devil, 
and who could impart the like powers to his followers: He who 
could do these things in one instance, could raise all the dead— 
give sight to all that were blind—cleanse all lepers—cure all diseas- 
es, and cast Satan into the bottomless abyss.* Such power must 
have appeared to be adequate to the establishment of the kingdom 
of heaven which the Saviour preached ; when, therefore, he went. 
to the Jewish nation preaching that kingdom, and exhibiting those 
almighty energies upon which its manifestation depends, the king- 
dom itself was really come nigh to them. 

During the personal ministry of Christ and his immediate disci- 
ples, the kingdom may be said to have urged or pressed towards its 





* The difficulty in performing works like these, is as impossible to be overcome 
by human or finite power in one instance as it is in two, or three, or a thousand, 
or an infinite number of instances. It is like the difficulty in the way of creation, 
which consists in bringing something out of nothing; in giving existence to that 
which did not exist before; and he that can overcome it at all, can overcome it 
altogether. He that can create one ounce of matter, can create another, for 
what should prevent him from doing so? Why should he be able to produce one 
and not another? Non-existence cannot be used up, if we may so say, or be 
exhausted. Why should he have power to do so at one time and not at another? 
So in respect tg the miracle of raising one dead man. The difficulty consists in 
re-embodying a disembodied spirit—in giving vitality to dead matter; and in regard 
to the cure of leprosy, the difficulty consists in creating healthy action of vital, 
but decaying parts, in place of diseased action, &c. &c. These things transcend 
the power of man altogether. The exertion, therefore, of such powers in a single 
instance was a convincing proof of the superhuman character of our blessed Lord. 
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own establishment, and the Jewish nation in the treatment which 
they gave to the Lord Jesus Christ and his doctrines and proofs of 
his kingship, may be said to have sacked and plundered the king- 
dom, by despoiling as far as they could; the king of his attributes, 
and his doctrines and miracles of their true character and qualities. 

The expression, as we have repeatedly said, is undoubtedly fig- 
urative, as is that in Matt. xxiii. 13—Woe unto you Scribes and 
Parisees, hypocrites ; for ye lock up (xAsers, as with a key) before 
men, the kingdom of heaven; for you neither go in yourselves 
nor let them go in who are entering. Here we have described 
under the image of locking up a kingdom, the same idea which in 
the passage under consideration is described by the image of snatch- 
ing away or violently despoiling a kingdom. In Luke xvi. 16, the 
idea is yet differently expressed, as we have seen. 

There is a difficulty in understanding precisely the allusion of 
the word (Giacra:) violent. ‘That it refers to Jewish people appears 
to be clear: for at that time the kingdom of heaven was not offer- 
ed to any other people, and could not be, Matt. x. 5. That the 
word is intended to be applied to the principal portion of the na- 
tion is evident from Luke xvi. 16, where those who “‘do violence” 
are referred to by the words (was, omnis) every one. Again, if the 
word be correctly applied to the great body of tht Jewish nation, 
and be understood as expressing a matter of fact, it cannot be in- 
terpreted in the sense of a holy violence or urgency to seize the 
blessings of the kingdom which was preached, because the fact was 
otherwise, as all the gospels prove. Why then are they described 
as violent (@:acra:)? The writer is not satisfied with any answer to 
the question he has seen, nor can he give any which is not open to 
some objections. But although we should not be able to discover 
the reason, it is perhaps enough to know that the term is applied 
to the Jewish nation as a body, and (in malam partem) in a bad 
sense.—Perhaps the allusion may be to the transaction at the foot 
of Sinai, already referred to, Ex. xix. 20,24; or perhaps the word 
was used as expressive of a characteristic of the nation, produced 
by the eager and constant expectation of the kingdom which was 
the great object of promise and of the national hope. The Jews as 
a body thought themselves ready to press with eagerness into the 
Messiah’s kingdom, and to enrol themselves as his subjects the first 
moment of his appearing. They erred in this, as the event proved.* 








* Paul calls Israel (in Rom. ix. 31) the people which followed after righteousness 
—diwxwy vo.0v Sixasoovmns—He uses this expression as an epithet, because it is 
the characteristic of them that they ever follow after, but never reach or attain to 
what they follow. See a similar expression in Isaiah li. 1, version of the Lxx. 
Hear me ye who are following after righteousness (6: Siwxwvres To Jsxauor) and are 
seeking the Lord—(xa: Cnrovyres Tov xvgiov.) Now this chapter of Isaiah is un- 
fulfilled prophesy, and the prophet may be understood as addressing the outcast and 
dispersed children of Abraham, not only during past ages, but at the present = 
They are pursuers and seekers still. ‘They are looking for their Lord Messiah sti 
Hence the prophet uses these expressions as a descriptio personarum—as a char- 
acteristic by which they may be known. In the same sense, our Lord calls them 
Biaera:—such is the suggestion—pressers (as they thought themselves) into the 
kingdom, although in truth they were rejecters of the kingdom; violent opposers 
of the king who came to them and offered it, just as they were in truth unright- 
eous, notwithstanding they were, as they thought, following after righteousness. 
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Their zeal to press into the kingdom, was not such as to prevent 
them from using unholy violence to destroy it. Or finally, if the 
word agratevew should be understood in the sense which has been 
contended for, it predicates of the Jewish people (who are spoken 
of) that disposition to unholy and ruthless violence, which is pri- 
marily expressed by this word, and hence the people themselves 
may be denominated by the word which expresses a trait so promi- 
nent in their character. Leaving this question, however, to the 
reader, we pass on to another inquiry. 

Adopting the translation suggested, the passage in Matthew 
would stand thus: ‘And from the days of John the Baptist until 
now, the kingdom of heaven presseth or urges itself ;’—upon 
what or whom? ‘Thus far we have treated the subject as though 
the proper answer were, the Jewish people. If we turn to Luke, 
the corresponding phrase is found to be, is preached. The verse 
reads thus:—The law and the prophets until John, (that is, 
prophesied until John,) since that time, the kingdom of God is 
preached, that is, its ministers have announced its advent to the 
Jewish people, and its claims upon them for acceptance. In 
this way, then, the expressions may be equivalent. But another 
idea may be suggested. 

In the prophesies of Daniel, we have an account of four king- 
doms which were successively to arise and prevail. These king- 
doms were, according to the almost unanimous consent of the 
commentators, the Babylonian, the Medo-Persian, the Grecian, and 
the Roman. Three of these kingdoms had already appeared, and 
had been supplanted, each by its immediate successor; and the 
fourth kingdom had reached the climax of its power when John 
the Baptist began to preach the near approach of the kingdom of 
heaven; viz., the fifth kingdom, which the prophet had declared 
should break in pieces and consume all the preceding kingdoms, 
but should itself stand forever, Dan. ii. 44. In whatever sense, 
then, the kingdom of heaven had drawn nigh at that time, in the 
same sense the kingdom of Rome, or the fourth kingdom, had 
drawn near to destruction in consequence of the approximation 
of the kingdom of heaven which was to destroy it: for these 
kingdoms cannot co-exist according to the represention of the 
prophet—" Thou sawest till that a stone was cut out without 
hands, which smote the image upon his feet, that were of iron 
and clay, and brake them to pieces. Then was the iron, the 
clay, the brass, the silver and the gold bioken to pieces together, 
and became like the chaff of the summer threshing floors, and 
the wind carried them away, and no place was found for them, 
and the stone that smote the image, became a great mountain 
and filled the whole earth,” Dan. ii. 33, 34. This language is 
very forcible. The collision of stone against the image utterly 
destroyed the latter, and to this prophesy our Lord probably 
alluded when he said, (in Matt. xxi. 44,) ‘And whosoever shall 
fall on this stone shall be broken”—(The nation of the Jews 
stumbled and fell upon it, and. were soon afterwards broken and 
dispersed among the nations,)—‘ but oun whomsoever it shall fall, 
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it shall* dissipate as chaff.” The stone will fall upon the image 
which symbolically set forth the four kingdoms already mentioned, 
and these it shall dissipate as chaff is scattered by the wind. The 
stone was ready thus to fall when our Lord began to preach the 
gospel. The time was fulfilled, Marki. 15. The kingdom symbol- 
ized by the stone, was upon the point of displacing the kingdoms 
represented in the image, by its own universal establishment. 
Nothing could have prevented its establishment but the infidelity 
and disobedience of the Jewish nation. It had come nigh, it was 
urging or pressing itself upon the kingdoms of the image. But 
because the Jews (the nationally elected subjects) rejected the king- 
dom, it was taken from them, and, as it were, taken from the world 
too, for a time—it did not then fall and smite the kingdoms of the 
image, because out of those kingdoms God designed to take a 
people for his name who should occupy the place designed origin- 
ally for Israel, and for that end alone were these nations spared, 
and for that end alone have they been suffered to continue, and 
consequently when this elect people shall all be gathered, the 
kingdom of the stone will not only press upon or against bat crush 
and utterly dissipate all these earthly kingdoms of which the prophet 
spoke. 

We may remark, also, in passing, the difference which it is the 
design of God ultimately to put between Israel and those Gentile 
nations which are represented by the image. The Lord Jesus 
Christ, on several occasions, (see Matt. xxi. 33, 45; Luke xx. 18,) 
predicted his own rejection by the Jewish nation. He told them 
the kingdom of God would therefore be taken from them. But 
besides this loss, their nation would be broken and dispersed 
among all nations, (as appears by Luke xxi. 24,) until the ending 
of the period of mercy which God designed to allow to the Gen- 
tiles, (see Rom. xi. 25-31,) then their fragments shall be gathered 
again; but on the nations the stone itself shall then fall, and dissi- 
pate them as the chaff which cannot be gathered again. The con- 
sequence of the rejection of the kingdom by the generation of the 
Jews to whom our Lord went, was the final perdition of all but a 
remnant according to the election of grace. So Paul teaches in 
Rom. xi. 5. Nay we have less reason to entertain a favourable 
hope of many of the Jews of that day than of Sodom and Gomor- 
rah. And the consequence (of rejecting the kingdom when per- 
sonally offered to them by the Lord Jesus Christ) to the Jews of all 
succeeding generations during their present dispersion, has been 
their final ruin except so far as they have believed in the Lord Jesus 
Christ. But to those or to some of those who shall live at the end 
of this dispensation, when the period of ,.mercy to the apostate 
Gentiles is about to expire, a happier end remains; for then the 
time will have come when God will restore the remnant of Israel 





* Aimunce, dissipabit, Beza—conteret, Vulg. and Erasmus—ventilabit, .id 
est, ita comminuet ut minute partes in auras dispergantur: as chaff riseth to be 
scattered with the wind. ‘The word properly signifieth to separate the chaff from 
the corn; with winnowing to scatter it abroad; Leigh’s Critica Sacra ad verb 
Aimpaw, ‘The words of the ixx. in Dan. ii. 44, are Aemrurs xa Aipanou wages 
tas BaciAsias—it shall break in pieces and blew away all those kingdoms. 
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which shail then live, to the land which he gave to Abraham, and 
though many will fall by the way, yet some sha!l he gathered, and 
be made a holy nation, while to the Gentiles of apostate Christen- 
dom (not the unevangelized nations, but only the kingdoms of the 
image) shall remain only judgment. Yet the remnant of Israel, 
which shall thus be gathered, will attain the blessings only of an 
earthly kingdom—they shall indeed have preeminence among the 
nations which shall dweli upon the habitable earth to come, 
(osxougerny rm ueAAoveay, Heb. ii. 5,) but the kingdom of God, which 
was taken from their nation when they rejected Christ their king, 
will be filled and enjoyed exclusively by the glorified church, gath- 
ered out of all nations—all of whose members will be children of 
the first resurrection, (which will have taken place previously,) and 
be like the angels in office, and conformed to the image of Christ, 
Rom. viii. 29; 1 John iii. 2. But to return from this digression. 

There may be then an allusion to this prophesy of Daniel. The 
expression, ‘tthe kingdom of heaven has come nigh,” implies an 
object to which the kingdom has come nigh, yet neither John the 
Baptist nor our Lord declared in express terms to whom or to what 
the kingdom had come nigh, nyyxe 4 Bacidsia raw ovearor, Matt. iii. 
2; iv. 17; Marki. 15. So in this place it is said the “ kingdom 
of God presses or urgeth itself,” which contains the same idea, 
with an additional thought—but here also, it is not said upon whom 
or what this urgency is exerted. But in regard to the former 
expression, the kingdom had come nigh especially to the Jewish 
nation, and mediately through them, it had come nigh to the world. 
But it was not offered to any other people at that time—and in 
regard to the latter expression, it may have a two-fold sense—it — 
may express the urgency with which the kingdom pressed itself, 
through the Lord Messiah upon the Jewish people; and it may 
also express the tendency of the kingdom to displace and destroy 
all those kingdoms which it was to succeed.* 

‘The infidelity of the Jewish people, foreknown indeed and fore- 
told, led them to reject the kingdom, and from that time it has 
remained in abeyance, waiting the gathering of another nation 
under the administration of the Holy Spirit. Here then we see 
why God restrains his wrath against the world—why he still holds in 
suspense the stone which has been, so to speak, ready to crush the 
image from the days of John the Baptist. God has elect-ones yet 
to gather. The mystical body of Christ is not yet full. But how 
many remain to be added, and how long it will be before the work 
shall be finished, God only knoweth. Meantime, the apostate 





* That the word Gra% 0 has the signification contended for, may be proved b 
many texts. Thus, in Gen. xxxiii. 11, it is used to express the. urgency whic 
Jacob used with Esau to accept bis gifts. So Gen. xix. 3, Lot pressed upon the 
angels greatly, and they turned into him. Judges xix. 7, And when the man rose 
up, his father-in-law urged him. Therefore he lodged there again. In 2 Kings 
v.16, it is said Naaman urged Elisha to take a gift, but he retused. In Exodus 
xii. 38, we are told the Egyptians were urgent upon (xatsRiacovro) the people 
to send them out of the land in haste. See also Prov. xvi..26,inuxx. A man 
in labours, -(70v0:s) labours for himself, and (exPiacera:) urges himself upon 
(Tv awwAsiav tavtov) his own destruction. 
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kingdoms of Christendom (like the ancient Canaanites) are filling 
up their cup of iniquities. The Holy Spirit of God makes no 
delay; and when he shall have accomplished the work appointed 
for this economy—when the last of God’s elect shall be gathered 
into the fold of the great Shepherd, the stone will fall upon all the 
proud kingdoms symbolized by the image, and grind them to pow- 
der: then will the broken and scattered kingdom of Iszael be gath- 
ered again upon the mountains of Judea—Judah shall be saved, 
Israel shall dwell safely and become the joy of the whole earth. 

If the reader shall reject the foregoing interpretation of the 
passages quoted at the beginning of this essay, we shall not dispute 
the matter with him; still we think he would do well to consider 
whether the common interpretation is net beset with greater diffi- 
culties: we are more solicitous that he should believe the truths 
submitted, than that he should believe they are taught in the places 
considered. Those who believe and teach that long cycles of ages 
are yet in reserve for the world, as it now is, have not, as the writer 
believes, any scriptural warrant for so doing. The world in its 
present condition has no covenant or promise on the part of God 
that he will spare it an hour, any more than Sodom had after God 
had made known to Abraham his purpose to destroy that city. 
Sodom enjoyed a short respite, not for its own sake, but on account 
of God’s purpose to save Lot. So the world now, or rather we 
would say.the kingdoms of the image are spared for the sake of 
the elect. Israel as a nation is suffered to remain broken and dis- 
persed, and under judicial blindness, for the sake of the elect church 
which is to be composed indiscriminately of Jews and Gentiles. 
“ As concerning the Gospel,”’ says Paul, ‘they are enemies. for 
your sakes, but as concerning the election,” to wit, of Abraham 
and his natural posterity, to be a peculiar and favoured nation 
among all the nations of the earth, ‘‘they are beloved” still.‘ for 
the Father’s sake,” and therefore it is that “when the deliverer 
shall come to Zion (Is. lix.. 20) and shall turn away ungedliness 
from Jacob nationally, Rom. xi. 26, (that is at the second advent 
of Christ which will put an end to this economy of the gospel to 
the Gentiles,) this broken and dispersed people shall be gathered 
again, and be made the chief and the favoured nation of the earth 
in the millennial economy or Messiah’s reign. Yet the glory of 
restored Israel, though great, will be far inferior to the glory of the 
elect church which will be composed of the saints who shall be 
raised from the dead or changed at the glorious advent of our Lord, 
and made glorious, and like the angels, spiritual and immortal. 
But when will these things be accomplished? Can any one’ pre- 
dict the time of Israel’s conversion or restoration? Can any one 
say the time is surely a thousand years off? Can any one say that 
the elect church now being gathered, certainly will not be complet- 
ed for a thousand years to come? Or can any man know or say 
that the apostacy of Gentile Christendom will not be ripe for the 
day of wrath and the righteous judgment of God, until a thousand 
years shall have elapsed? Certainly we have no revelation on these 
subjects. . All these events have their appointed times and seasons, 
no doubt, but the Father has kept them in his own power. They 
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may all occur, for aught we know, during the life-time of some 
who are now on earth. Why sheuld God continue to afflict the 
descendants of Abraham, and -punish them for their unbelief for 
the sake of lengthening the time of mercy to the Gentiles, — 
they have shown themselves to be abusers of God’s mercies as Well 
as the Jews? Hath not God already shut up Gentiles as well as 
Jews in unbelief? that is, has he not, by assigning periods of mercy 
alternately to Jews and Gentiles, and allowing each people to dis- 
play their unbelief and rebellion, shown both to be alike unbeliev- 
ers?—See Romans xi. 32, and the preceding context. Is great 
Babylon, mystical Babylon, the corrupter of the nations, and drunk 
as she is, with the blood of the saints, to be converted? Or is she 
to be thrown down with violence, and. be no more found at all, as 
when a millstone is thrown into the sea? Rev. xviii. Is the man 
of sin to be converted, or.to be consumed by the brightness of the 
Lord’s coming? 2 Thess. ii. 8. Is the little horn which is to prevail 
against the saints until the ancient of days shall come, (Dan. viii. 
ai, 22,) then to become a saint? Or is it to be given with the 
body of the beast to the burning flame? Dan. viii. 11. Now if 
the end of Babylon, of the man of sin, of the little horn, of anti- 
christ, be violent and awful destruction, who can say that God will 
certainly defer it yet a thousand years? Israel cannot be restored 
till this judgment shall be inflicted ; for, said our Lord, Jerusalem 
shall be trodden down by the Gentiles, till the times of the Gentiles 
be fulfilled, Luke xxi. 24, that is, until the stone shall fall upon the 
image and grind it to powder, according to the prediction of the 
prophet Daniel, (see 2d chapter.) It is probable (judging from the 
signs of the times,) that the Jews will be excluded from their land 
yet another thousand years, for the benefit of the Turk, or for the 
benefit of apostate Christendom, whose fortunes appear to be, and 
really are inseparably connected with the Turkish empire? No; 
strong and vigorous as some of these nations seem to be, and 
increasing as they are in power and resources, the day of their 
extinction is drawing nigh ; they will doubtless perish suddenly 
while some of them are in the heighth of their power, and their 
destruction will come in that day when God shall set his hand again 
the second time to recover the remnant of his people—and shall 
assemble the outcasts of Israel and gather together the dispersed 
of Judah from the four corners of the earth, Isaiah xi. The word 
of God is explicit—the reetoration of Israel will oceur at the same 
time with the excision and reprobation of the apostate Gentile 
church. But this awful and mysterious event-may not be accom- 
plished in a moment. As the apostles of our Lord had begun to 
extend the gospel beyond the confines of Judea, before their nation 
was destroyed and the worship of the synagogue was broken up, 
so it may be at the time when God is about to reject apostate 
Christendom or the kingdoms of the image, churches will be plant- 
ed beyond the limits of what we call Christendom. And it may be 
with this design that God has been causing his servants for the last 
forty years to eugage in the work of missions. This may pass as 
conjecture merely ; we will only add that however it may be, the 
providence of God admonishes us that great events are at hand, 
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and let those who are wise be watchful, for the day will come as a 


snare upon all them that dwell on the face of the whole earth, 
Luke xxi. 34, 35. 





[For the Spirit of the xix, Century.] 
_MCQUEEN’s CASE.—MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S SISTER. 


Mr. Epitor:—The article, with the above title, bearing the 
signature of ‘A Layman,” which appeared in the number of your 
miscellany for August last, I have perused with much interest, and 
I respectfully ask your permission to submit to the consideration 
of your readers, a few brief remarks on that ingenious performance. 

I would never, Sir, on any occasion, or under any circumstances, 
grudge, even to an adversary; that which I believe to be his just 
due; and therefore, I freely and cheerfully admit, that your eulogi- 
um on the author of the composition here referred to, contained 
in the pertinent and pithy editorial note with which you have intro- 
duced it, is abundantly justified, by the ability displayed in the 
article ; and, moreover, I fully agree with you, in believing, ‘ that 
the ablest things that can be said,”’ are there “‘ arrayed against” the 
‘*‘jmportant decision’’ of the last General Assembly of our church, 
which the author of that piece opposes. To this just concession 
I hope his modesty will allow me to add, without offence, that my 
thanks, together with the thanks of all those who unite in judgment 
with me on the question he discusses, are certainly due to him, for 
writing anonymously: for, as I must, with the sentiments I confi- 
dently entertain, on this subject, be permitted to regret, that talents 
so powerful, have, in this instance, been sadly misdirected, I can- 
not feel otherwise than grateful, that he has withheld from the pub- 
lic, a name, which, in all probability, would have given a fearfully 
extensive influence, to what he must excuse me for denominating 
the mischievous error, which he has so ingeniously maintained. 
That, considering the ground he has taken, his production should 
be open to reprehension, can be no disparagement whatever to his 
talents: for, let who will try the experiment, it will invariably be 
found, that no attempt to support error, can ever abide the test of 
fair and impartial scrutiny. ; 

These things being premised, I now proceed, with all practicable 
brevity, to review his performance. 

And the first characteristic trait, claiming our attention, in the 
article under consideration, is, the inconsistency which the author 
betrays in speaking of the Confession of Faith of our church. In 
the commencement of the second paragraph, he not only speaks 
highly of that excellent formula, and gives it the due praise of 
breathing piety, and containing truth and unction, and being alike 
profitable and refreshing ;—but he adds, with strong emphasis, that 
he has “no fellowship with the tenets that openly avow the reception 
of the whole, but tacitly discard whatever does not suit :’ and. yet, 
after all this, he soon discovers, very plainly, that he does, his own 
very self, hold a conspicuous place among those with whom he 
explicitly declares he has “no fellowship :” for, whatever else, in 
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the Confession of Faith, may, or may not, come up to his views of 
trath, it is very certain that the last clause of the fourth section of 
the twenty-fourth chapter “‘ does not suit’ nim; and hence, he un- 
ceremoniously “discards” it; and employs all the force of his 
powerful mind, throughout more than fourteen pages, to destroy its 
credit, and its influence. 

There is no need of any very minute or extended examination 
of our author’s remarks, in the remainder of his second paragraph, 
about superstition, and zeal, and bigotry. Fraught with good sense, 
as those remarks are, in themselves considered, and abstracted from 
the subject to which he unhappily applies them, they certainly contrib- 
ute nothing towards the proof of the main position for which he 
contends; viz., the lawfulness of the disputed connexion: nor 
can their application to the question at issue, or to the individuals 
whose views he controverts, answer any better end, than that of 
holding up to the contempt and scorn of the public, men, who, 
instead of meeting with such unkind treatment at his hands, ought 
rather to be considered by him as persons who have a just claim 
on his reverence and love. ‘ 

Far be it from me, to utter any thing to the disadvantage of those 
distinguished men whom he claims, as being on his side of the dis- 
puted question. So far as their opinions may be found ta agree 
with what the sacred oracles contain, they are certainly entitled to 
high regard ; but, it ought to be recollected, that men of equal 
eminence, both in the learned and in the religious world, have 
sometimes appeared on opposite sides of the same question; and, 
as it ia the dictate of inspired wisdom, that “ great men are not 
always wise; neither do the aged understand judgment ;”’ it can 
detract nothing from any man’s merit, to have his opinions tried by 
the touch-stone of divine truth, 

The ground on which our author places his objection to the dis- 
puted clause in our Confession of Faith, I believe to be utterly 
untenable. He contends, ‘that it is a restraint’””—by which, I 

resume, he means, an improper, an unlawful ‘‘ restraint of Christ- 
tan liberty.” This position, I-deny; and call for the proof of it. 
What is Christian liberty? Does it imply or include a permission 
to transgress any part of the revealed will of God? Certainly it 
cannot. Our author, then, must prove that the marriage condemn- 
ed.in the disputed clause of our Coafession, is not sinful, before 
he can, with any semblance of justice, maintain, that to prohibit it 
is a restraint on Christian liberty. What! Are women of suitable 
character and qualifications for promoting conjugal happiness, so 
scarce in the world, that some Christians must fail of obtaining them 
any where else, except among sisters-in-law? Away with such 
notions of Christian liberty! Let the author whose production is 
now before me, or any other person familiar with his Bible, and free 
from prejudice, seriously ponder this question :—Are you absolutely 
certain, beyond the least rational doubt—that the marriage of a man 
with his sister-in-law—whether she be the widow of his deceased 
brother, or the sister of his deceased wife—is not, either expressly 
or impliedly prohibited, in the word of God—and that Christians 
are at liberty to enter into such connexions, at pleasure ?—and if I 
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am not greatly deceived, our author himself, or the most strenuous 
apologist for such connexions, would. pause long, and deliberate 
seriously, before he could confident/y answer this question in the 
affirmative. Were such a question seriously proposed to him, 
accompanied by a solemn charge, to answer it in the fear of God,— 
my impression is, that the utmost extent of his reply would be, that 
he was not cLEaRLy convinced of the sinfulness of such a marriage ; 
but, yet, that he could not, positively, and without hesitation, say, 
that it was certainly lawful and innocent. If, then, this impression 
of mine be not a mistaken one, (and I confess it is one which I 
cannot resist, until I am better informed ;) I ask—and I do it with 
emphasis and earnestness— which is the safe side of this question ? 
Is any Christian laid under a necessity to-contract such a marriage ? 
And if he be not, is it not his duty, to “ abstain from all appearance 
of evil,” and avoid that which he cannot but know, must be offensive, 
yea, exceedingly offensive to many of his Christian brethren? In 
my judgment, nothing can be clearer, than that every Christian is 
bound, by the most indispensable obligations, to walk inoffensively 
even in reference to acts, the innocency of which is far less ques- 
tioned than that now under consideration. 

As I do not wish to extend this article beyond reasonable bounds; 
I shall not enter at large, or, in detail, on the scriptural proof of the 
unlawfulness of the disputed connexion, but shall content myself 
with a few remarks upon our author’s efforts to invalidate the abund- 
ant evidence of this truth, which was exhibited at the trial before 
our last General Assembly, which has called forth this discussion. 

He finds fault with the clause of our Confession herein referred 
to, because it is ‘an induction” from the prohibitory verses of the 
eighteenth chapter of Leviticus ; and yet, to support his fault-find- 
ing, and render it plausible, he himself makes an induction from 
the fact of his finding, in our Confession, a clause which does not 
suit him. Thus it would seem that the liberty of ‘induction’? must 
be yielded up as the exclusive privilege of the advocates of the 
marriage in question. But this will not do. Onur author is too in- 
telligent a man not to know that there are many truths cordially 
and unhesitatingly received by all well-informed Christians, the 
scriptural evidence and authority for which depend altogether on 
good and necessary inference from the language of the Bible, and 
no where found expressed in so many words. If,indeed, our induc- 
tions be not fair and legitimate, they may, with propriety, be as- 
sailed ; but if they be, let our author be cautious how he rejects 
evidence thus obtained; lest in so doing he should be found 
virtually condemning our blessed Lord himself, who gave to 
the sceptical Sadducees an inductive proof of the doctrine of the 
resurrection. ’ 

As to the acts of the General Assemblies of 1799, 1802, and 
1804, which our author speaks of as having been cited by the late 
Rev'd Dr. James P. Wilson, of Philadelphia, on a certain occasion 
to which he alludes, and which he thinks are strikingly illustrative 
of his own view of the question, it is enough to say at present, 
that those acts, on examination, will be found self-contradictory ; 
for éach of them sets out with the expression of a wish “to dis- 
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the Confession of Faith, may, or may not, come up to his views of 
truth, it is very certain that the last clause of the fourth section of 
the twenty-fourth chapter ‘“ does not suit’ nim; and hence, he un- 
ceremoniously ‘‘discards’” it; and employs all the force of his 
powerfu! mind, throughout more than fourteen pages, to destroy its 
credit, and its influence. 

There is no need of any very minute or extended examination 
of our author’s remarks, in the remainder of his second paragraph, 
about superstition, and zeal, and bigotry. Fraught with good sense, 
as those remarks are, in themselves considered, and abstracted from 
the subject to which he unhappily applies them, they certainly contrib- 
ute nothing towards the proof of the main position for which he 
contends ; viz., the lawfulness of the disputed connexion: nor 
can their application to the question at issue, or to the individuals 
whose views he controverts, answer any better end, than that of 
holding up to the contempt and scorn of the public, men, who, 
instead of meeting with such unkind treatment at his hands, ought 
rather to be considered by him as persons who have a just claim 
on his reverence and love. ; 

Far be it from me, to utter any thing to the disadvantage of those 
distinguished men whom he claims, as being on his side of the dis- 
puted question. So far as their opinions may be found ta agree 
with what the sacred oracles contain, they are certainly entitled to 
high regard ; but, it ought to be recollected, that men of equal 
eminence, both in the learned and in the religious world, have 
sometimes appeared on opposite sides of the same question; and, 
as it ia the dictate of inspired wisdom, that ‘ great men are not 
always wise; neither do the aged understand judgment ;”’ it can 
detract nothing from any man’s merit, to have his opinions tried by 
the touch-stone of divine truth, 

The ground on which our author places his objection to the dis- 
puted clause in our Confession of Faith, I believe to be utterly 
untenable. He contends, ‘that it is a restraint’ —by which, I 
presume, he means, an improper, an unlawful “‘ restraint of Christ- 
tan liberty.”? This position, I-deny; and call for the proof of it. 
What is Christian liberty? Does it imply or include a permission 
to transgress any part of the revealed will of God? Certainly it 
cannot. Our author, then, must prove that the marriage condemn- 
ed.in the disputed clause of our Confession, is not sinful, before 
he can, with any semblance of justice, maintain, that to prohibit it 
is a restraint on Christian liberty. What! Are women of suitable 
character and qualifications for promoting conjugal happiness, so 
scarce in the world, that some Christians must fail of obtaining them 
any where else, except among sisters-in-law? Away with such 
notions of Christian liberty! Let the author whose production is 
now before me, or any other person familiar with his Bible, and free 
from prejudice, seriously ponder this question :—Are you absolutely 
certain, vue the least rational doubt—that the marriage of a man 
with his sister-in-law—whether she be the widow of his deceased 
brother, or the sister of his deceased wife—is not, either expressly 
or impliedly prohibited, in the word of God—and that Christians 
are at liberty to enter into such connexions, at pleasure ?—and if I 
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am not greatly deceived, our author himself, or the most strenuous 
apologist for such connexions, Would. pause long, and deliberate 
seriously, before he could confidently answer this question in the 
affirmative. Were such a question seriously proposed to him, 
accompanied by a solemn charge, to answer it in the fear of God,— 
my impression is, that the utmost extent of his reply would be, that 
he was not cLEaRLY convinced of the sinfulness of such a marriage ; 
but, yet, that he could not, positively, and without hesitation, say, 
that it was certainly lawful and innocent. If, then, this impression 
of mine be not a mistaken one, (and I confess it is one which I 
cannot resist, until I am better informed ;) I ask—and I do it with 
emphasis and earnestness— which is the safe side of this question ? 
Is any Christian laid under a necessity to-contract such a marriage ? 
And if he be not, is it not his duty, to “ abstain from all appearance 
of evil,” and avoid that which he cannot but know, must be offensive, 
yea, exceedingly offensive to many of his Christian brethren? In 
my judgment, nothing can be clearer, than that every Christian is 
bound, by the most indispensable obligations, to walk inoffensively 
even in reference to acts, the innocency of which is far less ques- 
tioned than that now under consideration. 

As I do not wish to extend this article beyond reasonable bounds; 
I shall not enter at large, or, in detail, on the scriptural proof of the 
unlawfulness of the disputed connexion, but shall content myself 
with a few remarks upon our author's efforts to invalidate the abund- 
ant evidence of this truth, which was exhibited at the trial before 
our last General Assembly, which has called forth this discussion. 

He finds fault with the clause of our Confession herein referred 
to, ‘because it is ‘‘ an induction” from the prohibitory verses of the 
eighteenth chapter of Leviticus ; and yet, to support his fault-find- 
ing, and render it plausible, he himself makes an induction from 
the fact of his finding, in our Confession, a clause which does not 
suit him. Thus it would seem that the liberty of ‘induction’? must 
be yielded up as the exclusive privilege of the advocates of the 
marriage in question. But this will not do. Onur author is too in- 
telligent a man not to know that there are many truths cordially 
and unhesitatingly received by all well-informed Christians, the 
scriptural evidence and authority for which depend altogether on 
good and necessary inference from the language of the Bible, and 
no where found expressed in so many words. If, indeed, our induc- 
tions be not fair and legitimate, they may, with propriety, be as- 
sailed ; but if they be, let our author be cautious how he rejects 
evidence thus obtained; lest in so doing he should be found 
virtually condemning our blessed Lord himself, who gave to 
the sceptical Sadducees an inductive proof of the doctrine of the 
resurrection. ’ 

As to the acts of the General Assemblies of 1799, 1802, and 
1804, which our author speaks of as having been cited by the late 
Rev'd Dr. James P. Wilson, of Philadelphia, on a certain occasion 
to which he alludes, and which he thinks are -trikingly illustrative 
of his own view of the question, it is enough to say at present, 
that those acts, on examination, will be found self-contradictory ; 
for éach of them sets out with the expression of a wish “to dis- 
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courage imprudent marriages, or such as tend in any way, to give 
uneasiness to serious persons ;”’ and yet at the close of each, an 
Opinion is expressed, the direct tendency of which is, to give to 
marriages of the very description referred to, no small countenance 
and encouragement. From those acts, then, no aid whatever can 
be derived, which can be of the least benefit to the cause for which 
our author pleads, Fe 

That the same prohibition which is binding upon a man, is equally 
biading upon a woman ;—that a sister is as nearly related to a sister, 
as a brother is to a brother; and that, therefore, a command to a man 
not to marry his brother's wife, is equal to a command to a woman 
not to marry her sister’s husband ; and hence, that a brother's wife, 
a sister’s husband, and a wife’s sister, are precisely the same degree 
of affinity ; are positions which the moment they are proposed, will 
comnrend themselves to common sense: yet our author seems to 
have persuaded himself that this reasoning is sufficiently refuted, 
by such sweeping assertions, as that it ‘is without the slightest 
foundation ;’’ that ‘‘no one can see’’ it; and that it ‘‘is preposterous.” 
This summary mode of despatching an argument which cannot 
be fairly controverted, may appropriately be responded to in our 
author’s own. emphatical language—“I cannot believe black is 
white upon authority.” 

But our author seems to be very confident that the eighteenth 
verse-of the eighteenth chapter of Leviticus, settles the question in 
his favour, by expressly confining the prohibition of the marriage of 
a wife’s sister, to the life-time of the wife. Upon this plea, the 
baséless babric of the incestuous connexion in question, perhaps, 
principally rests. Two observations will suffice to show that it has 
no foundation. 1. The whole law, concerning incest, closes with 
the 17th verse. The precept contained in the 18th verse, respects 
altogether another crime; and is as distinct from incest, as any 
of the other cases which follow in the chapter. It is a law upon 
another subject; and relates, wholly and only, to polygamy. It 
forbids the taking of any wife beside the other, during her life-time ; 
and the reason is not derived from incest; but because polygamy is 
a source of domestic vexration, and destructive of some of the ends 
of marriage. 2..The undeniable proof, that this precept refers 
wholly to polygamy, and can suggest no argument. in favour of 
marrying the natural sister, after the death of the wife, is deduced 
from the idiom peculiar to the Hebrew language, which is adopted 
in this text. This, I think, was clearly demonstrated in the discus- 
sion of the question which took place before our last General As- 
sembly. Our author, after admitting that he is himself no Hebrew 
scholar, and that, therefore, he cannot directly meet this allegation, 
adds, ‘‘ But the translators of the Bible were Hebrew scholars of 
the highest character ; their fidelity is unquestionable.” Here, in 
common with all persons of intelligence, I cordially agree with 
him ; but to this just encomium on the learning and fidelity of those 
excellent men, he adds a@ most strange assertion: he says—‘' They 
considered the translation proposed, and rejected it.” Now the fact 
is, that, so far from rejecting what he calls “‘ the translation propos- 
ed,” they expressly adopted it. Let our author open any copy that 
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may be within his reach of the English version of the Polyglott 
Bible, and he will find in the margin, with a mark of direct refer- 
ence to this text, these words, ‘‘ Or, one wife to another.” 

Of the animadversions in the article before me, upon “ the train 
of remarks connected with the argumentation” of this question 
before the Assembly, I am sorry to be obliged to say that I con- 
sider them unworthy of the good sense of their author. It is not 
so easy to overturn that train of remark, or to refute the reasoning 
it embraces, as it is gratuitously to assert, as our author does, that 
its intent and effect is, only ‘to set passion, not reason, to work : to 
drag men, by bug-bears held up before the eyes, when there is too 
much weakness or indolence in the mind to correct the impression, 
into obsequious concurrence.” The chain of interrogations by 
which he would reprove the epithets applied to the crime of incest, 
he may possibly consider unanswerable: but he must excuse me 
for saying, that I must consider them all sufficiently answered, by 
simply referring him to the 24th and 25th verses of the 18th chap- 
ter of Leviticus ; where, in my humble opinion, he will find a com- 
plete justification of all the obnoxious epithets which he so indig- 
nantly quotes. It may here, perhaps, serve to correct some mis- 
taken impressions in relation to such matters, seriously to inquire, 
what is it that causes any thing to be “‘ unclean, abominable, filthy,” 
or “' detestable?”? The true answer to this inquiry is, that what im- 
parts any of these qualities to any given action, is the fact, that 
God has forbidden it. There was a time when it was alike lawful, 
innocent, and a matter of duty, for a man to marry even his own 
sister by consanguinity; as must have been the case in the family 
of Adam:—but it pleased God, afterwards, to prohibit that and 
some other connexions ; and his prohibition, independently of any 
other consideration, rendered such connexions sinful, and stamped 
upon them all the turpitude included in those terms of infamy, 
which God himself has applied to them in his holy word. When 
He has forbidden a given act, the wilful commission of that act is 
sin, and that in every case. When we know his positive com- 
mands, our business is, not to ask, ‘* Why ?” or ‘* Wherefore ?” 
but simply to obey. And if we do otherwise, we must meet the 
consequences. 

Our author seems to think that much latitude should be allowed 
in the formation of matrimonial connexions, from the consideration, 
that we do not know enough of the manners and state of society 
anciently existing among the Jews, properly to appreciate their 
municipal regulations; and from the difficulty of determining, ‘ how 
far Christianity, by its elevating and purifying spirit, rendering what 
was useful and necessary to them, needless to us, has superseded” 
the prohibitions contained in their laws. Without stopping here 
to inquire whether our author has, or has not, presumed too much 
on our necessary ignorance, arising from the supposed obscurity of 
the information which Moses has given us, and the time that has 
elapsed since that information was promulgated, there can be no 
impropriety in observing, that how little soever we may know 
respecting the state of society among the Jews, in the days of Moses, 
we “— surely to know enough of the state of society among 
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ourselves in the present day, to enable us to form an accurate judg- 
ment as to the safely or propriety of tolerating the connexion in 
question. And, in this point of view, it clearly appears to me that 
the very circumstances in which we are now placed, by the provi- 
dence of God, and the consequent state of society among us, strong- 
ly-concur with what we believe to be the unerring testimony of his 
word, in condemning the connexion in question, It is werth while, 
for a moment, to look at the subject in this aspect. 

It will be allowed, I suppose, that a wife, if possible, ought to 
have female society : but a wife who would suffer a handsome, gay, 
and agreeable young woman, who had nothing else to do than to 
attend to her beauty and her gayety, to be constantly in the presence 
of her husband, would be at least injudicious, while there was a 
possibility of the husband’s looking upon this gay personage as a@ 
future wife. But if this personage were one with whom by no 
possibility could marriage ever occur, the wife might enjoy female 
intercourse without hazard from the confidence. This is now the 
condition of a wife having sisters. Those sisters are her friends, 
fond, constant, and cheering. She needs not shrink from their 
most familiar intercourse ; nor dread to give them her fullest con- 
fidence ; nor be startled by seeing her husband receive them with 
a kindness like her own. She has, in them, by nature, friends ; 
who, unlike the fickleness of other friends, can never interfere 
with her interests, rival her in the affections of her husband, or 
harbour a wish to see her removed. But let the possibility of their 
being rivals exist, and there is an end of the friendship and confi- 
dence of sisterhood. In such case, every common familiarity 
would become an object of suspicion ; ad the whole would end 
in the breaking off of all intercourse with her family. I admit, 
indeed, with pleasure, that there are instances where all the mem- 
bers of a family would be superior to such suspicions ; but I speak 
not of individuals, but of various extensive communities in the 
civilized world, containing many millions of females. We are 
further to recollect, that we are also speaking of communities, in 
which there are vast multitudes of females of less intelligence and 
refinement, who are not restrained by the forms of more elevated 
society ; and who would be peculiarly exposed to the influence of 
this dangerous liberty. 

Or, if it be argued that the sister of a deceased wife is the fitest 
to take charge of her children, I say she may possibly be so, while 
she remains their aunt ; but not when she becomes their step-moth- 
er, and has children of her own. The orphans, then, lose the 
advantage of having had an aunt; and exchange it for the more 
than doubtful superintendence of a woman with a family to provide 
for. As the law of our church now stands, the wife’s sister may 
remain the aunt; and extend her personal care to the orphans ;— 
but were this wholesome law abrogated, she would remain so no 
longer: the line of demarcation betweeen the wife’s sister and the 
widower’s bride, would thus be swept away, and no woman could 
remain under the widower’s roof, or even in confidential intimacy 
with his household, without exposing herself to the imputation of 
husband hunting, or worse; and as to this, no woman of character 
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will submit, the children are, in such cases, virtually deprived of 
one of their nearest friends. But suppose the aunt now become 
a wife, to have children: in what relationship do those children 
stand to the former family? In one point of view they are first 
cousins,—in another, they are brothers and sisters. Suppose they 
take a fancy to marry each other. Cousins may marry: Brothers 

sisters may not. What is to remedy this confusion? In the 
sight of heaven, if there be any meaning in the words, “ they twain 
shall be one flesh,” the sisters of the wife are the sisters of the hus- 
band; for husband and wife, by that declaration, are one. If aman 
may not marry his own sister, he may not marry the sister of his 
wife; and any violation of that law, instead of relieving consci- 
ences, and taking off a yoke, would pollute consciences and lay 
a new burden of discomfort, distrust, and vice, upon society—a 
much heavier yoke than before. 

In conclusion, Mr. Editor, suffer me to inquire, why has so much 
zeal been recently enlisted against this wholesome law of our 
church? Because a few ministers, who have heretofore stood on 
an eminence, and have enjoyed a large portion of the esteem and 
confidence of their brethren and the churches, are found who have 
wrought folly in Israel, a doleful tale about them is told, to awaken 
sympathy. Much is said to excite compassion for their respecta- 
ble wives and connexions, and their innocent children. But let it 
be remembered, that those men, however distinguished, or loved, 
they have heretofore been, have sinned. They must.bear their own 
iniquity. Ought the peace of the church to be disturbed, by those 
who know better, and would not comply with our own laws? 

For my own part, I think I can see a great deal of evil, as well 
as of discomfort, to both man and woman, in the license of such 
a connexion as that now under consideration. For instance, take 
the simple and common case of a wife having sisters of inferior 
means to herself, and whom she therefore wishes to take under her 
roof. There are hundreds of such instances; and this shelter 
- might be of great advantage, or even of the most absolute neces- 
sity, to those sisters. Yet, if the marriage in question be tolerated, 
how delicate and difficult a thing would it become to give that shel- 
ter? What painful feelings would arise, from the possible hazard 
of raising a rivalry ; and how often would that rivalry be realized ? 

Much more might be said: but lest I should be tediously prolix, 
I forbear. a 

May the Lord protect our beloved church from the land-defiling 
abomination of incestuous marriages; and may sach connexions 
henceforth cease to have advocates among us. 


So prays, Mr. Editor, yours truly. 
A PresByTeEr, 
Anp MemBer oF THE LasT GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 











548 Some Account of the late Rev. John H. Redington, [Drc’n, 








SOME ACCOUNT OF THE LATE REV. JOHN H. REDINGTON, WITH 
PARTS OF HIS CORRESPONDENCE AND ILLUSTRATIVE NOTES 
THEREON. 


Last Article.—Leiters written in 1841. 
Moscow, Livingston Co., IV. Y., March 10, 1841. 


My Dear Brother :—Grace, mercy and peace, to you and yours. 
I trust in the Lord it has been well with you all since I was at your 
house. The Magazine gives me monthly, some account of your 
labours. [ read your publication with increasing interest, and wish 
I could do more to spread it.’ It is just such a periodical as the 
times call for, and I think the Lord’s hand is manifest in placing 
you at the head of it. Let the matter be properly weighed, and 
you will suffer no call of an ordinary kind to draw you away from 
this work.- The future is big with events of vast importance to 
church and state. We need to stand with our loins girded, and 
our lamps burning, sword in hand, fighting the battles of the Lord. 
The coming shock between. the true church and the united force 
of atheism and antichrist, will be dreadful, but the people that do 
know their God, shall be strong and do exploits—* and they shall 
be delivered, every one that shall be found written in the book.” 

May the-Lord give you “a mouth and wisdom, that none of 
tod adversaries can gainsay or resist.” Speak the truth in love. 

rge on the great wheels of reformation in our church by all good 
means. Tne work is great, and only well begun. Many dream 
the entire victory is already accomplished. There never was a 
greater mistake. Few have their eyes open to see what mighty 
strides our church has taken, in departing from the simplicity of 
the truth—and some are already crying ‘‘ peace, peace, when there 
is no peace”—and seeking an unholy truce with the enemy. An 
eastern influence may yet prevail, and ruin us, if God prevent it 
not. I would it might be so ordered that you might be a member 
of the next General Assembly, to attend to the report of the com- 
mittee appointed to modify our terms of correspondence with the 
Genera) Association of Connecticut.* All our churches and min- 





* One of the last things done by the Assembly of 1840, was, on the motion of 
Dr. Spring of New York, to appoint Dr. Philips and Dr. Krebs, with himself, a 
committee ‘‘ to revise the articles of correspondence between the General Assem- 
bly and the General Association of Connecticut’’—the particular object being to 
substitute the ‘‘ Pastoral Union’? in the place of the ** General Association,”’ 
as the body whose certificate would be required from ministers and candidates 
coming from that state.—( See printed Minutes of 1840, p. 307.) This is the 
subject, no doubt, which is alluded to. The next year, Dr. Krebs, on behalf of 
the committee made a detailed report, (see printed Minutes of 1841, pp. 417, 
418,) which condenses the important facts of the case, and leaves the whole mat- 
ter where it was; and this report was adopted by the Assembly. The writer of 
this note was that year Moderator of the Assembly, and of course could take no 
part in this business. It is manifest from this letter, that Mr. Redington had 
small confidence in New England orthodoxy. Whether his opinions were right or 
wrong, it must be conceded that few amongst us had better means of forming cor- 
ect ones on this subjeet.—[Ep. 
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isters (with few exceptions) along the eastern border, are levened 
with New England-ism. Keep a vigilant eye in that direction. Is 
it not time to give us another article on the state of the chnrch? 
The “Memoirs,” notwithstanding your numerous appeals for arti- 
cles, seem to be at an end.* 

God is still gracious and merciful to me the chiefest of sinners, 
for which I give him thanks. My two little ones are well. I am, 
if God permit, tobe married on the 23d inst., and I most earnestly 
beg your prayers that this may issue to the glory of God, and the 
good of all concerned. There is no perfection on earth. God 
gent we may set our affections on things above. My love in 


hrist Jesus to dear Mrs. B. and the children. Let the little ones 
be trained for the Lord. 








Affectionately yours. 
Rev'd R. J. Breckinridge, D. D., Joun H. RepincTon. 


I had almost forgotten to say any thing about my communication.t 
You see what it is. Do withit what you please. It is but a rough 
thing, but the subject is important. I rejoice in the action of the 
Presbytery of Louisville, and was glad to see your remarks in re- 
lation to it. I am pleased with Treffry, and I think his work is 
good. Are you acquainted with the Literalist? If not, I com- 
mend it to your notice. It may be had of Orren Rogers, No. 67, 





* Amongst the many articles which the Balt. Lit. and Rel. Magazine con- 
tained in relation to the Semi-Pelagian controversy, was a series written by several 
hands, but chiefly by the editor of this periodical, under the title, ‘‘ Memoirs, to 
serve as a History of the Semi-Pelagian Controversy in the Presbyterian 
Church.”’ It is tothis series that Mr. R. alludes; the last number of it(the xiii. ) 
having been printed in March, 1840. It was interrupted at that time, by our 
indictment and trial by the Baltimore papists; and after our deliverance from that 
persecution, and we had fully liquidated the claim it gave the papists upon our 
special notice, we never found it convenient to return to the other matter in a sys- 
tematic way. Man appoints and God disappoints, so that we never accomplish 
just what we propose. [t may not be ont of place to say here, that a series of 
articles entitled ‘‘ Documentary History of the Assembly of 1837,” the last of 
which (No. VII.) was printed in April, 1838, had preceded the series already 
alluded to, and contained a detailed vindication of the leading acts of that memor- 
able body.—[Ep. 

+The communication alluded to, came on the same sheet with the letter now 
printed, and was published in the Balt. Lit. and Rel. Mag. for May, 1841, pp. 
210-218, under the title, ‘‘.4ction of the Presbytery of Louisville in the Case 
of the Rev. Mr. Huber,’’ and has the initials ‘ J. H. R.’ at the end of it. It is 
a clear and almost vehement testimony against such incestuous marriages, as those 
condemned by the Church in the cases of Mr. Huber and, more recenily, Mr. 
McQueen. There can be no question that as a general fact, the solid orthodoxy 
and settled piety of the age are utterly opposed to these connexions; and all that 
is needful is that the church stand by her doctrine, and all will come right. Mean 
time, it is plain enough that a general and violent attack has been concerted upon 
our standards and God’s trath in this important matter. Witness the action of the 
last Synod of New Jersey, in connexion with the conduct of the northern press 
generally. Let us be on our guard, therefore, and valiantly maintain our ancient 
and scriptural testimony. We are not sure bat that it will require the deposition 
of another minister or two, especially in those regions where this sin is most allow- 
ed, before the distarbers of our peace will learn that the church is in earnest in 
this business. —[ Ep. 
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south Second street, Philadelphia, in three volumes—price, three 
dollars.* . 


Moscow, Livingston Co., N. Y., June 3d, 1841. 


My dear friend and brother in Christ:—With a feeble hand I 
hold this pen. The Lord in judgment and mercy hath smitten me 
with disease. I am brought pretty low, yet I thank my God 
through Jesus Christ, that I am not so low that there is no hope. 
My trust is in the God of salvation, and not in an arm of flesh for 
recovery. Yet I employ the best physicians, and use the best 
means within my reach, knowing that the Lord maketh use of such. 
I will uot trouble you with a detail of my case. I have what goes 
under the general name of bronchitis, not that kind that principally 
affects,the throat and voice, but a more general disease. It is a 
certain form of consumption, differing from the pulmonary kind, 
and is curable under a right treatment, God so willing—my own 
private opinion is, that the Lord will raise me up, but I may be 
mistaken, and desire to be prepared for any issue. 

But, my dear brother, my afflictions are nothing, and I should 
quite forget them, when I consider the afflictions of our Zion. 
When I read your name as a delegate to the Assembly, I rejoiced 
—and when you were elected Moderator, I rejoiced more, inferring 
that this indicated an orthodox majority in the body, and knowing 
that you were worthy of the place. 

But alas, the reading of the proceedings of the Assembly, soon 
dispelled my dreams. I saw clear as day, that the moderates having 
@ majority, put you into the chair to escape your opposition in 
debate to their corrupting plans.t 

If I am mistaken in all this, gladly shall I be set right. But what 





* This is the only intimation we remember to have had from this excellent man, 
that his attention had been specially turned to the great and thrilling subject of the 
latter day glory; and we can only conjecture from the reference he makes, and the 
terms he uses, that he inclined to the doctrine of what is called the personal 
of Christ. The other volume, allusion to which seems to have called up this sub- 
ject in his mind, was a work on ‘‘The Eternal Sonship of our Lord Jesus 
Christ,’’ by a young Wesleyan minister of England, lately deceased, which has 
not, we believe, been printed in this country, but was sent to us, through a private 
hand, by the late venerable and Rev. Joseph Entwisle, Governor of the Wesleyan 
Tustitution at Hoxton, near London, and was taken by Mr. R. to be read. Some 
of hisjreligious teachers had at one period of his life endeavoured to shake his faith 
in this important, indeed vital doctrine, which, in our day, is so little understood, if 
indeed we must not say so little held by all classesof new-light heretics. —[Ep. 

+ This is a mistake into which outward appearances naturally enough betrayed 
the upright mind of this holy man. His first conjecture was the right one. Our 
election te the Moderatorship of the Assembly of 1841, was an undeserved and 

-unsolicited testimony to our principles, services and public conduct ; and was re- 
sisted might and main, by the entire ‘‘moderate’’ interest, and was gall and worm- 
wood to it. The distinguished gentleman, now deceased, who was run against us, 
was himself a man of\unquestioned devotion to the great doctrines and interests of 
Presbyterianism, and was on every account, worthy of the station for which he 
was nominated. But the fact of his being selected us the opposing candidate, only 
proved the strength of the orthodox as compared with the ‘* moderates’’——in the 
Assembly of 1841, and, indeed, as we thank God, in the churech.—[Ep. 
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means the receiving and sending delegates to the General Associ- 
ation of Connecticut? and the terms of correspondence remaining 
as they were? Oh, everlasting reproach to our church, unless re- 
deemed by subsequent Assemblies, which may God grant !* 

I cannot write more—a few lines from you would comfort me. 
I beg your prayers. My love in Christ Jesus, to your wife and ~ 
family. 

May God gird you with strength, and greatly increase the circu- 


lation of your Magazine. It is, under God, the hope of our church.t 
Grace be with you. , 


Affectionately your afflicted brother in Christ. 


Rev. R. J. Breckinridge, D. D., Joun H. Repineron. 
Baltimore. 





We have now completed this mournfully pleasant duty, and 
commit the name and instructions of our departed friend, to such 
as love to cherish the memory of the blessed. 

Within a few months after the date of the second letter publish- 
ed above, and which was the last we received from him, he fell 
asleep in Jesus, as already stated in the first article of this series. 





* We beg leave to direct the reader’s attention to an article in a recent number 
of this periodical, in regard to the difficulties arising out of the case of the delegate 
from the General Association of Massachusetts, to the Assembly of 1842. This 
whole subject of Congregational and New School influence upon our church, by 
means of an indirect operation through the heterogeneous ecclesiastical bodies of 
the north, is a matter of intense interest and of fearful import. The theological 
seminaries of New England, under Congregational influence, are known to be 
deeply (and, except the one at Windsor, universally) tainted. The Associations 
nearly without exception, license and ordain men who would not be allowed 
amongst us, if known. And all the great national societies under Congregational 
control, openly act with and through the disowned and seceding portion of our 
church. Moreover, it is matter of incontrovertible history, that all our troubles, 

t and dreadful as they have been, came amongst us from this very quarter. 

nd yet, as if blind to the past, we are in the high way to the same or greater 

troubles. If it is asked what we should do? we answer frankly—hold fellowship 

with the orthodox, and reject the Semi-Pelagians; and if the orthodox mix them- 

selves up with the Pelagians so that we cannot distinguish them—reject all. What 
is the chaff to the wheat? Why should we tempt God?—[Ep. 

+ The reader will not suspect us of allowing ourself for one moment to consider 
such a statement as this, as any thing more than a strong expression of confidence 
by a very partial friend. Let it be set against the bitter and exaggerated abuse so 
often heaped upon us forthe very conduct which extorted it. Indeed so far is it 
from being exact, that we have the authority of the Board of Publication of the 
Presbyterian Church, for saying that this periodical (which is but the former one 
under a new name,) is not Presbyterian at all, or if it is, is entirely insignificant; 
since it is excluded from the list of Presbyterian periodicals, otherwise complete, 
which is printed. towards the close of its Almanac fcr 1843, lately put forth. As 
our various Boards have been well nigh sovereign in the church, we take this decis- 
ion to be ex cathedra, and final to one of two intents, viz., either we are not Pres- 
byterian at all, or if we are, our sound, though it has continued some years, and been 
heard in severa! places, has not yet gone out as far as ‘‘ the corner of 7th and 
George streets, Philadelphia.’’ d these facts are advertised officially, at the 
expense of the church, to all our congregations, and under injunction of the various 
charch courts to purchase the knowledge. It is good to know, with Paul, ‘‘ how 
to abound;”’ better, perhaps, to learn with him, ‘‘ how to be abased.”’—[Ep. 
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A more upright, conscientious, and disinterested man remains 
not behind him; a more humble, simple minded, and stout hearted 
follower of the King Eternal, we have not found in the church; a 
more faithful and gentle friend none need expect to possess below. 

The name of such a man deserves to live; and if history was 
just, it would survive to our children’s children, as that of one who 
in his day was a favourable, though on the whole, a faithful repre- 
sentative of that great and undistinguished mass of Christ’s devot- 
ed ministers, who by his grace, achieved the deliverance of the 
Presbyterian church. ° 

Success does not always crown the best efforts of the best men ; 
nor is it a safe test either of right or truth. But it is sweet to reflect 
that it is sometimes ample, signal and immediate, beyond our utmost 
faith or hope. In 1837, Mr. Redington ard his comparatively small 
and divided congregation at Moscow, stood absolutely alone in the 
region covered by the three disowned Synods in western New York, 
on their firm and noble testimony for our doctrine and order. In 
the pginted Minutes of the Assembly for 1839, we find the Pres- 
bytery of Caledonia containing eight ministers and five churches, 
and the Presbytery of Ogdensburg containing three ministers and 
three churches. In those Minutes for 1841, (the latest within our 
reach at the moment,) these Presbyteries report eighteen ministers, 
fifteen churches, and three candidates. And we understand that 
the Synod of New Jersey, during its recent sessions, divided the 
Presbytery of Caledonia, preparatory, we suppose, to the early 
erection of a new Synod, covering the territory of the three dis- 
owned. We shall be much surprised if such a Synod, when erect- 
ed, does not rapidly extend itself over the entire region of Western 
New York. Let us neither forget the lesson such results should 
teach us, nor the man to whose fidelity they are, in a great degree, 
to be remotely traced. : 

Mr. Redington was ordained a minister of the everlasting gos- 
pel, in the month of August, 1835, and died on the 15th of Sep- 
tember, 1841; his ministry, therefore, lasted but six years. When 
he entered upon it, he was thirty-five years of age; his education 
had been irregular, and as he modestly said, imperfect; he had 
been brought up and long engaged in business not calculated to 
fit him for extensive usefulness in his new calling; he was settled 
over a small congregation in a retired part of the country, and 
was very little known out of the sphere of his immediate opera- 
tions; and besides all this, he was surrounded by difficulties, and 
apparently constantly on the eve of being overpowered. And yet 
thus circumstanced, he was enabled by divine grace, to do more 
than the bulk of ministers with the amplest preparations and op- 
portunities, are usually found to achieve through along life. De- 
voted piety, unwearied zeal, fidelity in our lot, oh! what are 
they not capable of achieving? What an example of their value 
and efficacy does this man’s life afford us! 

We linger over this page with unspeakable tenderness. For of 
all our brethren, not one has been more personally a help to our 
own soul than this good man. And this is but the more influen- 
tial upon us, as God’s dealings with us were always such, that we 
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could never with truth, call any man in particular, our spiritual 
father. One born, as it were, out of the common method of God’s 
dealing, and by a wonder of mercy constrained away from ruin— 
may be allowed to cherish peculiar love to such as have helped him 
onward in the way of life. 





‘* DOCTRINES AND PRACTICES” OF THE CHURCH OF ROME. 


No. 4, of the Controversy with the Domestic Chaplains of the Arch- 
Bishop of Baltimore. 


FUSTIFICATION BY GRACE, THROUGH FAITH.” 


1. Introductory Remarks.— Roman Catholics are justly chargeable 
with numerous errors in doctrine and practice, but these errors are 
not all of like importance. The novel pretences respecting infal- 
libility, transubstantiation, the ecclesiastical and secular supremacy 
of the pope, tradition, &&c., and the unwarrantable practices of 
worshipping in a dead language, invoking the saints, withholding 
the eucharistic cup, adoring the consecrated host, &c., are indeed 
all grievous errors, and exceedingly deleterious in their moral influ- 
ence. But it is nevertheless supposed that adherence to them, will 
not exclude an otherwise sincerely pious man from the kingdom 
of heaven, provided sincere piety can exist amid such a mass of 
anti-scriptural and demoralizing error. In other words, it is thought 
that those errors are not fundamental, and do not, therefore, nec@s- 
sarily constitute an invincible barrier to the salvation of the soul. 
Would that the same charitable opinion could be entertained in 
relation to all the other monstrous departures of the-church of 
Rome from divine truth and apostolic practice! But alas, that 
church has gone astray in matters of vital import as well as on less 
momentous points, and it is mainly on this account that enlight- 
ened Protestants are se decidedly opposed to it, and so anxious 
for its recovery from its deep apostacy ; or if that be impracticable, 
for its complete disorganization and entire overthrow. 

2. Importance of the Doctrine of Justification.—This doctrine is a 
cardinal constituent of that religion which is from above, and a 
capital article of that faith which was once delivered to the saints. 
‘Far from being a merely speculative point, it spreads its influence 
through the whole body of divinity, runs through all Christian ex- 

erience, and operates in every part of practical godliness.” Such 
is its immense importance, that a mistake about it has a malignant 
efficacy, and is attended with a long train of dangerous conse- 
quences.—Nor can this appear strange, when it is considered, that 
the doctrine of justification is emphatically the way of a sinner’s 





* This is a clear and admirable refutation of the errors of Popery on this vital 
doctrine; but, as it regards the doctrine itself, the evangelical reader may probably 
see, as we think we do, something tu change and something to add. Indeed we 
may say, with all respect and kindness, that a perfectly satisfactory exhibition of 
the doctrine of justification by grace, through faith, is scarcely possible, except 
> grounds which involve the trath of the Calvinistic system; which the writer 
of this alan fine article, probably does not embrace.—[En. 
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acceptance with God. Being of such infinite moment, it is insep- 
arably connected with many other evangelical truths, the harmony 


and beauty of which we cannot behold while this is misunderstood. _ 


It is accordingly, if any thing may be so called, an essential article ; 
the Reformers considered it so, and Luther, by way of eminence, 
denominated it the articulus stantis vel cadentis ecclesia, the article 
with which the church must stand or fall. 

3. The Import of the term Justification.—The word justify, is a 
legal term, denoting a sentence of acquittal, passed upon a person 
who has been tried for an infraction of the law. The person tried, 
being found to have obeyed the law, is pronounced by the judge to 
be guiltless, and by an easy and natural figure, to be justified ; in 
other words, he is declared to be just or blameless in. the view of 
the law. Justification, accordingly, does not signify to make men 
holy, but simply the holding and declaring them to be so. 

4. Impossibility of Justification by the Law.—In the original fo- 
rensic sense of the term just explained, it must be obvious, that no 
human being can be justified by the law of God, that is, on the 
ground of his obedience to that law. Because— 

(a) The only condition of justification, known by the law, is 
complete obedience to its precepts; its language is: ‘‘ Do these 
things and thou shalt live.” But as no buman being can yield 
complete obedience, it follows that none can be justified on this 
ground. 

(b) It is impossible for any man to do more than the law of God 
requires. The idea of supererogatory love or obedience is accord- 
ingly absurd, and utterly out of the question. If, then, we are ever 
guilty of disobedience, our subsequent obedience, however perfect, 
cannot contribute at all to our justification. But all men have dis- 
obeyed, and are disobedient every day and every hour; and no one 
therefore is justified, even for the time being. 

(c) If it were even possible to do works of supererogation or 
services not required, we could still establish no ground of justifi- 
cation, because our sins are enormous evils, and our best services in 
a sense nothing,—the salvation of heaven is infinite, while the pre- 
tended merit of obedience is insignificant in view of such a reward. 

These considerations and others that might be mentioned, plain- 
ly cut off all hope and ground of the justification of transgressors, 
on the score of justice; and prove the absolute impossibility of 
justification by the works of law. In corroboration of this doctrine, 
we might refer to namerous passages in God’s word ; but to save 
space, we quote only the following. ‘‘ Therefore, by the deeds of 
the law there shall no flesh be justified in his sight.”” Rom. iii. 20. 
The words in the original are: Ast: e& epywr ome v dinctaOnorras wace 
capt evwmioy avre ; the true meaning is, that no man shall be justified 
by any works whatever of any law, whether natural or revealed. Vide 
also, Rom. iii. 28; Gal. iii. 21; ii. 21; ii, 16. 

5. The grace of God in Christ Jesus, the only source of Justifica- 
tion under the Gospel.— A subject of law is justified only when he 
is in the full and strict sense just ; that is, when he has completely 
obeyed all the requisitions of the law. But from this, the case of 
the penitent, under the gospel, entirely differs. He has been guilty 
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of innumerable acts of disobedience, and has not fulfilled the de- 
mands of the law, even in a single instance.—If, therefore, he ever 
be justified, it must be in a widely different sense from that which 
has been already explained. Justification under the gospel may 
be defined to be, that judicial act of God, whereby a believing sinner 
is pardoned of his sins, released from the penalty of the law, and is 
declared to be entitled to the salvation of heaven. It accordingly 
implies three things, viz., remission of sin, acquittal from punishment, 
and @ title to heaven.—But as these inestimable blessings can in no 
sense or degree be merited by ourselves, or purchased by any works 
of obedience that we can perform, it follows that, if justified at all, 
it must be through grace. The word grace as used by the inspired 
writers, as the source of justification, denotes the free, unmerited 
love of God. That we are justified freely by the grace of God, 
thus understood, is manifest from the following considerations :— 

(a) Under the influence of this love, our heavenly Parent formed 
the original design of saving mankind. 

(b) The covenant of redemption whereby God engaged to par- 
_ don and save all who should believe in his Son, was the. result of 

the same free grace. 

(c) It was mercy that moved Christ to undertake and execute 
the glorious plan of redemption. 

(d) The mission and agency of the divine Spirit were the result 
of this love only. And what is true of this act of the Holy Spirit, 
is equally true of his agency in enlightening, quickening, purifyimg 
and strengthening man in the Christian course, and conducting 
him finally to heaven. 

As all these steps, so plainly necessary to the justification of man, 
are the exclusive result of the undeserved love of God; so his jus- 
tification itself flows entirely from the same love. Christ in his 
sufferings and death made a complete atonement for the sins of 
men ; but the atonement devolved no obligation upon God, to for- 
give them. They were still sinners, after the atonement, in the 
same sense, and in the same degree, as before. Thus it is evident, 
that the sinner, when he comes before God, comes in the charac- 
ter of a sinner only ; and must, therefore, if stfict justice be done, 
be condemned. If he escape condemnation, then, he can derive 
these blessings from mercy only, and in no degree from justice. In 
other words, every blessing which he receives, is a free gift. The 
pardon of his sins, his acquittal from condemnation, and his admis- 
sion to the enjoyments of heaven, are all given to him freely and 

aciously, because God regards him with infinite compassion in 

hrist Jesus. 

Should it be contended, that the sinner is renewed antecedently 
to his justification ; and having thus become a holy person, has also 
become at least partially a meritorious object of justification: we 
answer, that as even the sanctified sinner is chargeable with many 
transgressions, he still deserves the wrath of God, and according 
to the sentence of the law, must, if considered only a8 he is in 
himself, be finally punished. Moreover, some persons are justified 
and sanctified on a dying bed, when they have no opportunity to 
perform any works of righteousness, which might be the ground of 
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their justification. Others are sanctified from the womb, (e. g., Jer- 
emiah and John Baptist,) and of these some die antecedently to 
that period of life, when they become capable of direct acts of 
moral good and evil. In all these instances, it must be conceded 
that they are in no sense justified on account of their own righte- 
ousness; but solely by the free grace of God, on account of the 
righteousness of Clirist. If others are justified partially, in con- 
sequence of their merits, then justification is given to some on one 
ground, and to others on another, and very different ground,—a diver- 
sity and incongruity no where countenanced in God’s word. 

We remark further, that the Scriptures no where teach, that we 
are justified partly on account of our own righteousness, and part- 
ly on account of the righteousness of Christ. Paul, discussing 
this subject, says: ‘‘ Where is boasting, then? It is excluded. 
By what law? of works? Nay, but by the law of faith.” Rom. ii. 
27. All boasting is accordingly excluded. But the same apostle 
says, that ‘‘to him that worketh, the reward is reckoned, not of 
grace, but of debt:” that is, the reward of justification and its 
consequences would be due to him, who received it on account of 
his works. He then certainly might boast.—And yet, the same 
apostle elsewhere teaches, that it was one end of the system of 
redemption, as established by God, that ‘no flesh should glory in 
his presence :” but that ‘‘he who gloried,” should ‘‘ glory only in 
Christ.’’ 1 Cor. i. 29-31. 

«if other proof were wanting, it might be insisted, that the works 
of the best men never fulfil the demands of the law ; and there- 
fore cannot be the ground, either wholly or partially, of their justi- 
fication. The very best actions even of regenerated men are im- 
perfect or defective, and therefore in some degree tinged with guilt, 
and can be the ground of justification to no man. As an illustra- 
tion of this remark, we refer to the apostle’s own experience as set 
forth in the 7th chapter of Romans. 

If we mistake not, ample proof has now been furnished, that we 
are justified only through the grace of God in our Lord Jesus Christ, 
which is in exact accordance with Rom. iii. 24: ‘ Being justified 
freely by the grace* of God, through the redemption which is in 
Christ Jesus.” 

6. The merits of Christ the only crounp, and faith the only means 
of Justification.—As this proposition has more or less pervaded the 
whole discussion, and we are compelled to economise space, we 
shall do little more than refer to a few passages of inspired truth in 
support of it. ‘‘ But now the righteousness of God without the 
law is manifested. . . . Even the righteousness of God, which is 
by faith of Jesus Christ, unto all and upon all them that believe.” 
Rom. iii. 21-22. See also verse 28; Rom. iv. 3; Acts 16, 31. 

The necessary conclusion from these authorities, and a multitude 
of others that might be cited, must be, that men are saved by faith 
in Christ; in other words, that they become God’s children by 
means of faith and in virtue of (not their own merits, but) the right- 
eousness of Christ. When Christ proposes himself as our Saviour, 
it is plain that we have no other security of the salvation which he 
promises, beside the promise itself; and this promise furnishes no 
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security, beside what is contained in his character. Confidence, 
then, in his character, and in his promise as founded on it, consti> 
‘tutes faith, and is that act of the mind by which alone the sinner 
yields himself to Christ, and becomes his disciple and follower. 

But when the sinner thus surrenders, he does so on Christ’s own 
terms. Conscious of his entire unworthiness and desert of the 
divine anger, the enormity of his guilt, the justice of his condem- 
nation, and the impossibility of expiating his own sins, he renounces 
all dependence on his own righteousness, and casts himself at the 
footstool of divine mercy, as a suppliant for mere pardon; and 
welcomes Christ as the glorious, efficacious, and all-sufficient atone- 
ment for sin and intercessor for siuners. Thus, he by faith becomes 
one of Christ’s redeemed people, and is justified on the ground of 
Christ’s righteousness ; thus, his name is written in the Lamb's 
Book of Life, and he is invested with a sure, indefeasible title to 
ell the promises of the gospel. 

This view of the sinner’s justification, not in conflict with that set 
forth by the apostle James.— When this apostle teaches that “‘ a man 
is justified by works, and not by faith only,” he obviously refers to 
a speculative belief, or mere assent to probable evidence. As from 
this spurious faith obedience to God never sprang, and cannot 
spring, James very justly inveighed against it as the means of jus- 
tification, and insisted on works as the evidence and fruit of that 
living faith just described, and which’ is the only means of justifi- 
cation under the gospel. The question which-he discussed, was 
not whether we were justified by living faith only, or partially by 
faith and partially by works; but whether by faith in its nature un- 
productive of works, viz., mere speculative belief; or whether we 
are justified by faith of the gospel, from which all works of right- 
eousness flow? So far from any disharmony between Paul and 
James, the proper apprehension of the argument of the latter, 
shows that he eloquently sustains the doctrine of the former, viz., 
that we are not justified, either partially or wholly, by works, in 
the common meaning of that phraseology, nor by a speculative 
belief which is without works ; but by the faith of the gospel which 
works by love ; a living, active faith alone, productive of good works. 

7. errors of the Church of Rome on this doctrine.—We have 
already remarked, that this doctrine is of the utmost importance; 
it enters into the very essence of the Christian system, and a mistake 
respecting it, must necessarily constitute a capital error and prove 
fatal to the salvation of the soul. We may lapse into a misappre- 
hension as to the external or minor points of Christianity, and yet 
be devout Christians ; but if we err on the subject of justification, 
we sin against the great remedy provided for our recovery from 
transgression and death ; if instead of trusting wholly in the atone- 
ment of Christ, we build our hopes of salvation in any degree 
upon our own merits, thus “ going about to establish a righteous- 
ness of our own,” we are confiding in “refuges of lies,” and must, 
just so certainly as the gospel is true, fall short of eternal life. 
** Other foundation can no man lay than that is laid, which is Christ 
Jesus.” 1 Cor. iii. 11. That the Church of Rome is in this respect 
essentially and fatally guilty, is not in our opinion difficult to prove : 
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(a) She confounds justification with sanctification, making the 
former include the latter. . . .—‘ Justification,” says the Council 
of Trent, ‘is not remission of sin merely, but also sanctification, 
and the renewal of the inner man . . . so that he who was unright- 
eous is made righteous,”* &c. Now, we beg leave to know, by 
what authority this dangerous error is taught? In our judgment 
the Bible distinguishes between things that plainly differ ; justifica- 
tion is represented as the judicial, instantaneous act of the first 
person in the Trinity ;— sanctification as the subsequent, gradual 
result of the second person of the Godhead? The former is the 
foundation ; the latter the building; in the former, the rebel is par- 
doned and reconciled ; the latter is the progressive purification of 
the obedient believer :—*“‘ by grace ye are saved, through faith,” ex- 
plains the one ; the other is thus described: ‘‘ we are his workman- 
ship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works,” &c. Eph. ii. 8-10. 

(b) She teaches the necessity of ‘‘ dispositions’ and “‘ — 
tions,” holding that they constitute a fitness for the favor of —_ 
After adverting to this error, the language of one of her Symbols 
is: ‘* Justification itself follows this disposition or preparation,” t 
&c. Again, ‘‘ Whoever shalbaffirm . . . that it is on no account 
necessary that he (the ungodly) should prepare and dispose himsef 
by the effect of his own will : let him be accursed.”t ‘‘ The Council 
of Trent enumerates seven acts by which the ungodly are disposed 
to justice, viz., faith, fear, hope, love, penitence, the resolution to 
receive the sacrament, (of baptism,) and the purpose to lead a new 
life and keep the commandments.”§ Whether this is not giving 
to the sinner a part of the honor of his justification, and conse- 
quently of the glory of his salvation, we willingly submit to the 
decision of the unbiassed Christian. 

(c) She connects justification with baptism, whether in the case of 
an infant or an adult. Is an individual, who has been baptized, 
ditressed on account of sin? He is told that in baptism he was 
justified, and that penance:is now the path of peace, ‘ the second 
plank after shipwreck.” If he was not baptized in infancy, as soon 
as that ordinance is administered he is assured that he is safe. In- 
stead of being directed to trust implicitly and exclusively in the 
merits of a crucified Saviour, his awakened conscience is falsely 
pacified by being told that he-has been washed in the “laver of 
regeneration,”’ the instrumental cause of justification, and with this 
he is to be satisfied.|| What room is here left for the apostolic de- 
claration: ‘‘ Being justified by faith, we have peace with God ?” 
Rom. v. l. 

(d) She denies the sufficiency of the merits of Christ in order to 
justification and salvation. This she does in various ways: 

irst—-By teaching that the good works of the sinner co-operate 
with the atonement of Christ in deserving eternal life ; thus, in effect, 
declaring the atonement to be inadequate, robbing Christ of the 
glory of our redemption, and awarding to the poor, hell-deserving 
rebel at least a share of the honor of his salvation. That this is a 





*Conc. Trid. sess. 6,cap.7.  tIb. sess,6,cap.7. Ib. sess. 6, Can. 9. 
§ Bellarm. Justificatione, lib. |., c. 12. 
Conc. Trid. sess. 6, cap. 7. Also Cat. of Conc. Tri. art. Baptism. 
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prominent feature in the Roman Catholic system, will be shown in 
the sequel. 

Second—By prescribing penances, acts of devotion, &c., as a means 
of appeasing God and obtaining pardon. The Bible teaches that 
“Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to every one that 
believeth.” Rom. x. 4—that ‘* God hath made him to be sin for us, 
who knew ho sin, that we might be made the righteousness of God 
in him.”’ 2 Cor. v. 21; and that “ the blood of Jesus Christ cleans- 
eth us from all sin.” 1 John i. 7. But in the church of Rome the 
penitent kneels before the priest; confession and absolution are 
substituted for repentance and faith; and austerities, mortifications 
or painful performances are imposed as something meritorious, as a 
means of pacifying God and purchasing remission. ‘Thus, the poor 
deluded sinner is led away from Christ and puffed up with vain con- 
ceit of self-desert, supposing that his ave Matias, his pater nosters, 
his fasts and his alms, are daily increasing the stock of his worthi- 
ness, and diminishing the claims against him in the court of heaven. 

Third—By holding to the doctrine of Purgatory.—Let us hear 
the Douay Catechism on this subject: Q. ‘‘ Whither go such as 
die in venial sin, or not having fully satisfied for the punishment 
due to their mortal sins? A. To Purgatory, till they have made 
full satisfaction for them, and then to heaven.”* So-then, it ap- 
pears that our Lord has not made full satisfaction for the sins of 
believers, and that they themselves must, in part at least, atone for 
them in purgatory. Is not this setting aside the merits of Christ 
as insufficient, and blending the purgatorial pangs of the sinner 
with his righteousness as a joint-ground of justification before God? 
Has not the sinner, according to this doctrine, whereof to boast? 
And is this not in direct conflict with God’s plan of saving sinners 
which expressly shuts out all ground and plea for boasting ? 

(e) Finally, she holds to and inculcates again and again, the doc- 
trine of human merit, teaching that the good works of the justified 
man, ‘really deserve increase of grace, and eternal life.” The 
Council of Trent declares that ... ‘‘ by the observance of the 
commandments of God, and the church (! ) faith co-operating with 
good works, they gain an increase of that righteousness which 
was received by the grace of Christ, and are the more justified ;"t 
. + ‘it must be believed that the justified are in no respect defici- 
ent, but that they may be considered as fully satisfying the divine 
law, (as far as it is compatible with our present condition,) by their 
works, which are wrought in God, and as really deserving eternal 
life,’t &&c. In accordance with this most unscriptural and soul- 
destructive doctrine of human merit, are other Roman Catholic 
authorities ;§ we have only time to quote two: ‘‘ We will prove,” 
says Bellarmine, “ that this is the common opinion of all Catholics, 
' that.the good works of the just are truly and properly merits, DEsERV- 

ING ETERNAL LIFE ITSELF.’’|| In the Rhemish Testament it is 
expressly affirmed that ‘‘ Christian men’s works are joyned with 
God’s grace, as causes of our salvation,” and that they “ doe merit 











* Douay Cat. p.71. + Conc. Tri. sess. 6, cap. 10. Conc, Tri.s.6. cap. 14. 
§ See Notes of Rhem. Test. on Rom. viii. 17; also Conc. Tri. sess.6, Can. 11; 
also Bellarm. de Justificatione, lib. 5, c.5, 7,17. ‘* Which opinion,’’ he adda, 
‘* is certainly true. Que sententia verissima est.” ll De Justif. lib. 5, ¢, 1. 
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heaven.”* ‘ Whoever shall afirm, that he (the justified man) does 
not really deserve increase of grace, eternal life . . . and even an 
increase of glory: let him be accursed.”’t 

It is unnecessary to multiply proofs. Now we ask, whether this 
doctrine of merits accords with the scripture view of justification 
as set forth in the preceding article ;—whether it harmonizes with 
the declaration of our Lord: ‘* When ye shall have dohe all those 
things which are ye say, we are unprofitable servants; 
we have done that which was our duty to do.” Luke xviis 10 ;— 
with the account given of the glorified spirits of heaven, the con- 
fessors and martyrs of the church, who are represented as having 
‘washed their. robes and made them white in the blood of the 
Lamb, therefore are they before the throne of God?” Rev. vii. 14-15. 

The reader has now the leading sentiments of the Protestants as 
well as of the Roman Catholic church on the doctrine of justifica- 
tion, and the conclusion appears to us to be necessarily this: that 
he who embraces those of the latter system and imbibes its spirit, 
is an enemy to the “ righteousness of God which is by faith ;” he 
is instructed either to overlook the finished work of the Saviour, or 
to use it simply as the passport for his doings, his fasts, his alms, 
and his penance; and the practical reliance for eternal life is partly 
on his own merits, and partly on the merits of others whose aid he 
is taught to implore. This we consider to be a cardinal error. 
Other errors are more or less egregious in their nature or baneful 
in their tendency ; but the one in question is fundamental ; it strikes 
at the very vitals of the gospel, setting aside, or at least essentially 
corrupting the stupendous scheme of redemption taught by our 
Lord and his apostles, and substituting a medley of human inven- 
tions destitute of even the semblance of scriptural authority; so 
that we are at a loss to conceive how those who adhere to it, can, 
in conformity to God’s revealed plan of saving sinners, ever gain 
admittance into the courts of heaven, where there is no room what- 
ever for human boasting, and where all the credit, and honor, and 
‘glory of salvation are ascribed wholly, exclusively, and individedly 
to the ‘“ Lamb that was slain from the foundation of the world.” 
This is in fact that very apostacy which Paul denominates ‘ another 
gospel ;” Gal. i.6; but which he subsequently affirms is ‘ not ano- 
ther gospel,”’ v. 7, being utterly unworthy the name, since it is not 
good tidings, and only loads men with the burdens from which the 
genuine gospel has disencumbered them, and instead of being a 
usefyl supplement to the gospel, is a fatal percersion of it. It was in 
reference to this very perversion, that the apostle denounced the fol- 
lowing awful anathema : ‘‘ But though we, or an angel from heaven, 
preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preach- 
ed unto you: let him be accursed.” Gal. i.6. Roman Catholic 
advocates may attempt to represent the dogmas of their church as 
less exce ynable, and refuse to admit some of our Protesfant in- 
feren *But with their theories and unauthorized “declarations,” 
we havéhothing to do; we have gone to the highest authority for 
our information, and now we demand of them to disprove our 
statements if they can. a in ix 





* Notes on Rom. ii. 6-32. # Conc. Tri. seas. 6, Can. 32. 
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THE NEW HYMN BOOK, COMPILED BY ORDER OF THE GENERAL ASSEM- 
BLY OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


Tue Gencral Assembly of the Presbyterian church in the United 
States of America, as most of our readers know, appointed a Com- 
mittee in the spring of 1838, to revise the Book of Psalms and 
Hymns, which had, some years before that, been printed under its 
auspices. This Committee has had connected with it a number of 
the most destinguished men in our church—such as the late Drs. 
Baxter and John Breckinridge,—Dr. Phillips, Mr. Gray, Dr. Krebbs, 
Dr. Engles, and Dr. Cuyler, along with one or two of very inferior 
note, such as the editor of this periodical. It has performed—in 
amount at least—an immense labour; and its members have done 
this at great personal inconvenience, and very considerable pecu- 
niary expense. After four years of toil, they laid their work in a 
form pretty nearly complete upon the table of the Assembly of 1842. 
They had reported annually, and in great detail, to the Assembly, 
and that body had annually approved their reports and printed them 
for general information. , 

It might therefore appear to some not a little surprising when 
there suddenly broke out in the Assembly of 1842, a most violent 
though happiiy a very limited opposition to this work; and we 
presume, most, if not all the members of the committee, whether 
they were taken by surprise or not, have thought they had abundant 
reason to complain of attacks then and since made upon the book, 
and indeed from the bitteruess manifested in some quarters, one 
might almost say personally upon themselves. It is to be feared 
that a few persons who happen to be in positions of influence, have 
set themselves to defeat the object <entirely, by a concerted move- 
ment and by the use of methods intended to shake the confidence 
of the public in the Committee and the book, before the ‘publica- 
tion is made general, and then to cry out against it on account of 
these evidences of distrust, which they have themselves created. 

We have never seen any evidence either of the poetical or 
musical talent of the most open impugners of the work of the com- 
mittee ; and must therefore quietly appeal to the public award, 
after the book is published, against what we conceive to be a con- 
demnation at once unreasonable and premeditated. 

The church at large has a very deep interest in this work; and 
so far as the mind of the people is ascertained, their expectations 
are high and their feelings kind, in regard to the book about to be 
submitted to them. Let them not permit themselves to be misled, 
or forestalled in regard to this subject. The old book has never 
found its way into general circulation, and never can; but on the 
contrary, after years of trial, it is condemned by the common voice, 
as being, to say the very least, extremely imperfect atid adequate, 
If after half the number of years allowed to this me and un- 
satisfactory performance, the new book does not obtain a circula- 
tion at least double as large as the other has got, we will heartily 
join in a plan to let the revilers of the present work try their hand 
upon a new one; a work for which they appear to consider them- 
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selves pre-eminently qualified. There are gentlemen, who seem to 
be so rarely gifted by nature, and so richly furnished by study, that ~ 
they are prepared in fifteen minutes’ notice, equally to undertak 
every duty of every human condition. Hymns are condemned in 
unmeasured terms, and butchered by unrelenting criticisms, which 
God’s people sing with delight in all parts of the country, and which 
our pastors generally find to be most edifying to their flocks and 
most comforting to their own souls. Principles are boldly put 
forth, which not only show that their authors are alike ignorant of 
poetry and music, but which condemn many of the inspired Psalms; 
and upon them a theory is built which the church must reject the new 
collection in orderto sustain, And gentlemen, well known and long 
trusted by the church, who in this important work have spent years 
in ransacking the whole of English poetry bearing on their subject, 
and who brought to the work years of previous study, reading, and 
practice as pastors, are knocked on the head without the slightest 
consideration, and their labour not only condemned but reviled 
before the church has seen it. _ 

We say again, let the church see the book; and then our mas- 
ters of songs for divine worship, may gratify their prejudices, and 
any other motives and feelings, good or bad, which have prompted 
them to make the unkind and extaordinary attacks which it appears 
to us, are, under the circumstances, worthy of severe rebuke. Let 
a fair trial be had, and we will venture the prediction, that the book 
will be cordially and generally received, and become a source not 
only of spiritual edification to the church, but of considerable and 
femenies income to its scheme for the publication of religious 

ooks generally. 

It is very far from the object of these remarks to deprecate a free 
and fair examination of the merits of the new book, or to prevent 
just criticism. Indeed we have withheld them till the period allowed 
by the Assembly for criticisms and suggestions of all kinds from 
all quarters to be sent to the Committee, had expired. And itis 
well known that the Committee took, at every stage of their labors, 
much pains to obtain all the aid and suggestions they could from 
all quarters. Now when they have, at great labor, and we confi- 
dently assert with great success, collected the very marrow of the 
uninspired songs for divine worship, from all the immense mass 
scattered in the literature of our tongue and in the numerous col- 
lections heretofore made ; it is, we must say, every way improper, 
unjust, and offensive, that any body, and especially persons no way 
fitted for such a business and whose positions demand a different 
conduct should. volunteer public, uncalled for and sweeping accu- 
sations. And we must be excused for saying, that such a line of 
conduct creates painful suspicions that the merits of the-collection 
form a very secondary consideration with such critics. 


We do not understand whether our critics extend their condem 


nation to the Psalms as well as the Hymns proposed to be embrac- 
ed in the new book. 
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re CARD PRELIMINARY TO A THIRD DEFENCE AGAINST THE CALUMNIES 
OF ROBERT WICKLIFFE.* 


Canetu’s Date, Fayette Co., Ky. Oct. 7th, 1842. 


Tuat portion of the public which takes any interest in the affairs 
of an individual, so little solicitous as myself to obtrude on its 
notice, may remember that during the early part of last winter, 
Robert Wickliffe, Sen. published and circulated very extensively a 
series of most atrocious charges against me: the third attack he 
has publicly made upon me since the summer of - 1840. 

To those who may think I should have replied long ago, to these 
renewed slanders of this bad old man, I beg respectfully to say, that 
residing, as I do, far from the scene of these publications, and from 
the sources of most of that proof by which their calumnies must be 
confuted, engrossed moreover in duties both public and private, 
which do not admit of being suddenly laid aside at will, I have not 
had it in my power till very lately to visit Kentucky, and give such 
attention to this humiliating controversy as the interests of trath, 
and the obligations I owe to myself, to my family, and tothe mem- 
ory of the best of fathers, require at my hands. 

Such as may suppose that any controversy, with such a person, 
requires an excuse, rather for its continuance, than its delay, are 
requested to remember, that Mr. Wickliffe is not known throughout 
the country as he is in Kentucky ; that his great wealth, his respect- 
able connections, and his former standing, taken in connection with 
his unparalleled hardihood of assertion, give a certain consequence 
to his vile accusations ; and that all experience teaches us that no 
calumny is-too improbable, or too outrageous, to find willing listen- 
ers and retailers, and, therefore, that the safe, as well as the honest 
and the manly course, is to meet it with a full and timely refutation. 
Added to all this, we owe it to society to disarm madmen. 

The only favor I ask of mankind in regard to this subject, is a 
candid hearing. Having now completed such investigations as I 
could make during a hurried visit to this country, and in the midst 
of incessant interruptions, it is my purpose, at my earliest leisure, 
after my return to Baltimore, (from which the’ pressing duties of 
my ministry do not allow a longer absence,) to write out and pub- 
lish my third defence against this relentless persecutor. 

If any faith can be pat in the public records of the country, and 
the testimony of many of the best men it has produced, I am fully 
able to prove that Mr. Wickliffe’s infamous charges are utterly false. 
If any credit is due to his own solemn oath, or any meaning can be 
attached to his most deliberate conduct, I san clearly establi¢h that 
he knew them to be false when he fabricated and uttered them. 
These things, few who have attentively read my two former defences, 
will probably think difficult ; and if God spares my life, 1 will surely, 
and soon, do them. Rosert J. BreckiInripcE, 





*This is taken from the ‘Lexington ( Ky.) Intelligencer,’ of Oct. 14. The De- 
Sence will be published first in the western newspapers, and then in this periodical for 
January or February. An edition in the form of a separate pamphiet will also be 
struck off as an extra of this journal, and which being subject only to the of 
a periodical, will be sunt free of all other charge to any who may desire it.—[Ep. 
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NECROLOGY—MRS. MARIA T. C. PRESTON. 


Diep at Abingdon, Virginia, on Tuesday the 24th of October, 
Maria Tuornton Carter Preston, wife of John M. Preston, 
Esq’r, daughter of the late Gen’! Francis Preston, and sister of 
Senator Preston, of South Carolina. On the maternal side, she 
was the grond-dangh@y of that heroic William Campbell, who by 
the brilliant action of King’s Mountain may be almost said to have 
‘Tetrieved the cause of the American Revolution at its darkest mo- 
ment; and the great-niece of Patrick Henry. She was born on 
the 12th of September 1805, and had therefore just completed her 
thirty-seventh year. She left two little boys, inheritors of the rich 
promises of God to the seed of. the covenant. 

Considerably above a century ago, there came to what was then 
the western frontier of Va., an Irish gentleman (whose ancestors 
had gone from England to Ireland during the wars of the common- 
wealth,) with a small family, and settled near the spot where Staun- 
ton now stands. He was a man who feared God with his whole 
house, ariserved him in his generation. His dust sleeps in the 
burial ground of the Tinkling Spring congregation in Augusta Co., 
Va., of which it is believed he was a Ruling Elder. The blessing 
of God has followed the children of his children’s children, even 
to the fifth generation ; and to the present moment his descend- 
ants scattered over this whole country, numbering several hundred 
persons, and bearing a score or more of honored names, cease not 
to cherish the memory of their common ancestor, John Preston, 
the man who loved and followed Christ. The excellent and belov- 
ed lady who is the subject of this notice, was the great grand- 
daughter of that remarkable man, and partook in a rich measure 
of his devoted spirit. 

Her maternal grand-mother, was in some respects a still more 
marked disciple ef the dispised Jesus. The sister, as we have 
said, of him who might be called, after Washington, the man of 
the Revolution—and the widow of two general officers of that 
glorious army which achieved our independence, (William Camp- 
hell and Williant Russell,) that extraordinary woman, whom it was 
our happiness to know towards the close of her life—served King 
Immanuel, with a singleness of heart and a supreme devotedness, 
even beyond the fervor with which her illustrious friends gave them- 
selves up to the cause of liberty. She was altogether a woman of 
prayer. Blessed be the name of God, her prayers and her example 
did-not fall to the ground. When this grand-daughter, shortly after 

her Venerable relative closed in triumph her mortal pilgrimage, 

publicly united herself with the people of the God of her fathers, 
80 strong and so general was the impression of the piety of the 
departed saint, that one cried: aloud in the public assembly, with 
uneontrolable emotion, ‘ another prayer answered;” and every heart 
made the application. 

For the last eighteen years of this lady’s life, the great business 
of her existence has been to cultivate in her own heart, and to 
spread all around her, the influence of the religion she professed. 

















1842.) Necrology.—Mrs. Maria T. C. Preston. 565 








Moving in the very highest circle of society, where many compro- 
mise their principles, and many who strive to exhibit them, make 
them offensive; she, by the excellence of her natural gifts, and by 
the power of divine grace, was enabled every where and on all 
occasions, to commend while she obeyed the truth. There proba- 
bly does not live a being who can truly say, either that she ever 
gave unnecessary pain or offence, or yet that she ever allowed a 
wrong impression of the supreme importancé of religion to be 
taken from her. Nearly connected with her by blood and marriage, 
and united in the closest bonds of friendship with her, we have 
known her most intimately for above twenty years, and during that 
long period have seen her in all the relations which females ordin- 
arily sustain here below ; daughter, sister, wife, mother, friend; in 
joy, sorrow, trial, sickness, health. And we must say, that if a hu- 
man character could come nearer to what the good and happiness 
of others might require, or the peace, dignity, usefulness, and pu- 
rity of our own being exact, or the enjoyment, service and glory-of 
God prompt; it would be hard to say how it would be done. 

By hereditary descent in her father’s family for many genera- 
tions, attached to the pure and simple order of the Pregbyterian 
church, and to its scriptural doctrine and usages, when she became 
personally and deeply interested in the great concern, she embrac- 
ed with profound conviction, that which had been for so many 
ages to so many of her kindred, the light of life. 

It was not our mournful privilege to see her during her last sick- 
ness. Possessing a sound constitution, and enjoying good health 
almost uninterruptedly, she was taken violently and suddenly ill in 
the month of July ; and her disease, baffling the skill of her med- 
ical attendants, and wasting her away amidst much bodily suffering, 
gave the victory at last to the grim king. But the sting of death 
was gone. - Her end was perfect peace. 

We venture, without the knowledge of the excellent writer, to 
add a few sentences from a letter written to convey to a most ten- 
derly attached sister, the mournful tidings. ‘‘ No change, until 
the great change, took place in our sister from the time I wrote 
you. Indeed, the very day before her death our hopes were stronger 
than they had been for nearly two weeks. About eleven last Mon- 
day night she awoke, asking if her burial clothes were ready. On 
someone saying *twas time enough to think of them when they 
were needed; she said,. ‘‘ I dreamed, sister Sally, you were laying 
me out, and my spirit is only waiting for day-light to pass away.” 
She said she was perfectly willing to go; that she was not afraid 
to leave her children; that she desired them to be brought up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord; that all she wished*was 
that they might be Christians. From that time till ten next morn- 
ing, she lingered, leaving a track of holy light, by her manner of 
death, on our souls, that will, I trust, help to light us all to heaven. 
Even her bereaved mother has been so comforted that a holy calm 
and perfect submission has pervaded her tearing since the death. 
“ It is,” she said, ‘‘ not hope, but assurance, that my precious child 
is happy.” She exhorted those around her tu feel how much truth 
there must be in her faith, which enabled her so willingly to leave 
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her children, her mother, her husband, whom she loved so much. 
Her intellect continued unclouded, and a very little before her 
death, she said, ‘‘Oh! I had feared I might be deserted in this hour 
of trial. But how peacefully 1 am going. I have always wanted 
to leave my dying testimony. Jesus is all inall.” That name she 
repeated many times over. I give you these particulars because I 
think they will comfort you, my sister. I know how you loved 
your sister, and I think it will soothe you to hear that her death 
was.in-conformity to her most exemplary life. Your prayer was 
most fully answered, for the Lord made all her bed in her loug 
sickness. Patience had its perfect work in her. Her physicians 
and friends all said they had never witessed such patient suffering, 
such anxiety to save others from trouble.” 

Here then is one more testimony to the reality and the power of 
vital Christianity ; the testimony of one more life of exalted piety, 
one more death of triumphant faith, that Christ Jesus is able and 
_ willing to. save sinners; one more of the blood-bought host has 

safely passed the valley of the dark shadow, and crossed the cold 
stream with songs of rapture. A covenant-keeping God has 
brought one more of the seed of the faithful to the promised crown. 

Oh! what a company is that gathered beyond the river! What 
a Saviour reigns in their midst! 





TESTIMONY OF THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH AGAINST THE 
CHURCH OF ROME.* 


Rev. and dear Sir:—The accompanying copy of the Homilies is 
sent to you for the purpose of giving you a condensed and strong 
expression of the sentiments held by the Protestant Episcopal 





*1t gives us pleasure to insert this article ; and it would be still more gratifying to us, 
if we could see reason to believe that the body of the Episcopal clergy held the senti- 
ments avowed by our correspondent, and set forth in the Articles and Homilies of his 
church. That the reverse is the fact, there is abundant reason to fear. The following 
facts occur-ed in Baltimore, and under our own notice : A Roman priest and an orthodox 
Protestant iminister, about the same time conformed (as the phrase. is) to the Episcopal 
church; the minister was re-ordained, the priest was not. low such a fact is to be ex- 
plained on the theory of our correspondent, we see not. We have not the least doubt 
that’a considerable portion of the c rey and people, and even a few of the prelates of 
the Protestant Episcopal church are truly evangelical Christians ; but our impression is, 
that even these, are far more bigoted in their sectarian principles and practices than they 
formerly were, and that the tendency amongst them is decidedly in that direction. As to 
the Anglican ehurch we must dissent utterly from the conclusion of our correspondent ; 
for while we admit that there is a comparatively small fraction of. that body more libera 
and more evangelical even than their brethren in America who are classed in the same 
general category with them, yet to predicate of the church of England, as by law establish- 
ed, the notion of “ liberal and catholic sentiments towards other churches where the pure 
wordsof God is preached,” is, we grieve to say, inconsistent alike with her conduct, her 
principles, and her claims. ‘The truth, we supvose, is that the two parties in the Episco- 
church in England and America, are. at the bottom, radically different from each other 
in spirit and doctriae ; and as the points on which they hold together are essentially 
exterior to Christianity, it necessarily follows that the tendency of events as well as their 
very bond of union must steadily alienate the whole mass from all other Christians, and 
ooginent, to themselves, the influence of their common dogmas. Hence the great increase 
of churchism, hence Puseyism, and hence the inevitable final overthrow of evangel- 
ical doctrine in those churches, if they are not themselves respectively rent to pieces by 
the remaining Christian vitality which they contain. We say this with deep sorrow ; but 
to us, the - ~om and result are as obvious as the operation of any moral causes 
whatever.—{Ep. 
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church towards the church of Rome. You will find it in the second 
part of the homily on Whit-Sunday, 9th page. This homily plain- 
ly asserts that the church of Rome is not a church of Christ, that 
the popes have been distinguished for pride and hypocrisy, and 
have set up their own inventions instead of the commandments of 
God, which they have forsaken ; that they are among those false 
prophets which should deceive the people to believe a lie; and 
that they would come in sheep’s clothing, even as they appear to 
the American public—while their object is to devour and destroy. 

The language here used is not stronger, than important, it is the 
language of the Church of England, speaking as a church and 
through her standards, which are also adopted and recommended 
by the General Convention of the Church in the United States. 

Many persons have supposed that the Episcopal church sisters 
Rome. But this is not the case. She neither mothers her, nor 
sisters her. We deny that the Episcopal church had its origin 
from Rome, or has ever been connected with her in any way, save 
only by that usurped and tyrannical authority, which for a while 
was exercised in spilling the blood of her best sons. The church 
of Christ existed in Great Britain before the mission of Augustin, 
and when he came, he obtained ordination from the Arch-Bishop 
of Arles, and not frgm Rome. ; 

Neither is she our sister, according to our articles and homilies. 
She has no sacraments, and we deny the purity of her succession, 
(if that be of any consequence,) and we repudiate and abhor her 
traditions—(See homily on reading the Scriptures, p. 2, and also 
articles.) We deny the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Rome, beyond 
his own diocese ; and any one who carefully reads our homilies, the 
39 articles, and our Catechism, will conclude that to be a good 
churchman, is synonymous with joining hands with Cranmer and 
pronouncing Rome to be infinitely corrupt, and praying the Holy 
Ghost to beat down and destroy sin, death, the Pope, and the Devil, 
and all the kingdom of Antichrist. “With regard to the Oxford 
writers; [ would add that but a small portion of the church has been 
carried away with their sophistries; and while none of our bishops 
have openly or even privately adopted their peculiar views, the Bish- 
op of Pennsylvania, who has great influence with our young men, 
has published, some months since, in the Banner of the Cross, a 
strong, manly article, in which he considers that these young writers 
have permitted themselves to be carried away by their passions, and 
are in error in sistering Rome, against which our church protests. 
I conclude, by stating what may easily be proved, that while there is 
no sympathy between the genius of our church and the corruptions 
of Rome; yet there is no church on earth which entertains more lib- 
eral and catholic sentiments towards other churches where the pure 
word of God is preached, than does the Protestant Episcopal church 
of the United States ; and I will add, the Church of England.* 


Yours, &c. A CLERGYMAN. 





* We regret that we have not space to publish in this No., the long extracts referred to 
in this communication ; but will, with great pleasure, take an. early opportunity to print 
entire, the “ Second part of the Homily concerning the Holy Ghost.” It is a pity it should 
not be believed, by the disciples of Mr. Newman and Dr. Pusey.—[Ep. 
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THE PROGRESS OF SENTIMENT ABOUT BOARDS AND AGENCIES. 


Tn looking over the published reports of the fall meetings of our Presbyteries 
and Synods, we have been struck with the evidences of a steady return to the true 
principles of our system, in the methods of conducting benevolent operations. 
There is a manifest spirit awakened in the church, in regard to this great matter; 
and it seems to be more and more felt, that she must do her master’s work in the 
way her master has appointed. We have no commission to make a reéligion, but 
only to practice and teach that which God has made; and while we persist in doing 
God’s work by human inventions and contrivances, instead of the regular action 
of thechurch of Christ in its essential and heaven appointed organization, we can 
never bring up the people of our communion to any thing like the full measure of 
their duty and capacity; und have no right to look for that divine favour, which 
if we were more faithful, we might more confidently expect, There are, no doubt, 
many causes at work to hinder the full and effective co-operation of all our churches 
in the work of carrying forward the cause of Christ. But we have long thought 
and often said, that amongst the most operative were our departares from the sim- 
plicity of the gospel in our public methods, in the spirit generated by their action, 
and the class of motives made prominent by them. We therefore hail every evi- 
dence of the tendency to Jay aside expensive and inefficient paid agencies, and 
ecclesiastical hierarchies contrived by men and virtually self-appointed, and the 
general spirit of such means, as a sure prognostic of better things for our Zion; 
and trust the church courts will more and more determine to do themselves, the 
great work which God set them to perform. Can any man doubt that all of these 
bodies are fully capable to do, by God’s grace, the things Which God instituted them 
to do? Does any man amongst us doubt that they are instituted by God? Then 
what more do we need, as to modes of operation, but only faith and zeal to do 
our own appointed work, instead of committing it to other agencies, unknown to 
the Book of God? If we would do this, the only limit to the efforts of our pev- 
ple wouid be their piety and means; that is, the action would -be complete. At 
present, who believes that we have reached any thing like this mark? Nay, is 
not the argument for these boards and agencies chiefly this, that the church will 
not do withoutthem? That is, they are acontrivance of man with which he sub- 
stitutes an omitted or defective part of God’s plan of operations, in order to sup- 
ply by its quickening influence, the lack of piety and zeal in.the people and their 

rs. The objections are that the contrivance is unwarranted ; that it is ineffect- 
_ ual; that the very resorting to it is proof of our want both of faith and knowledge; 
that its operation is evil in many respects; and that the ends it is said to propose 
are necessarily obtained by the regular and effective action of that which it eub- 
stitutes, and impossible on any other condition. So that notwithstanding all the 
outery of those who fear any change, and those who are deluded by a superficial 
view of subjects of this kind, and those who are interested to maintain the present 
state of things—still the church seems to have come steadily to the conclusion that 
matters do not work exactly right; anda pretty extensive determination to make a 
thorough experiment of doing their own business, is evident in the proceedings of 
the charch courts. Let us thank God and take courage. Revolutions in opinion 
are apt to be slow, and are none the worse, when they work silently as well as 
patiently. ‘Cunctando restituit,’ is amongst the most effective mottoes ever 
borne by man. Let us remember, however, that the more the church courts do, 
the less reason there must be for the use of contrivances, 
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EDITORIAL STATEMENT—CLOSE OF 1842. 


In closing tbe labors of the present volume, we offer our respect- 
ful — to its readers, and return humble and hearty thanks 
to God. : 

Eight years have we toiled in this vocation, sustained amidst 
incessant trials by the goodness of our Heavenly Parent, cheered by 
accumulated proofs that our labours have not been in vain, comfort- 
ed by the kind and generous sympathy of many friends, and aided 
by the co-operation of many excellent and able men. 

In those eight years we have been instrumental in scattering 
over the face of our great continent, and of sending to nearly all 
parts of the world where our language is read, a mass of matter 
which, considering our feeble means, is in the aggregate, immense, 
and must, with God’s blessing, be felt in some degree, in shaping 
the destinies of our age. Not less, perhaps, than five and a half 
millions of pages have been printed and circulated in direct con- 
nexion with this enterprise, including our regular issues and various 
extras, 

The systems of advertising, and agencies, to which it is found 
necessary to resort in order to support the periodical publications 
of the age, have not been put in requisition by us. While, there- 
fore, we have never had a circulation which more than supported 
the work, by the voluntary patronage and payment of those who: 
took it, and while taking the whole period of eight years, we are’ 
still considerably in advance to the publication, after counting our 
own labours as worth nothing; still, all things considered, we think 
the matter has worked better, even in this respect, than we had 
just reason to expect. 

We shall address ourself energetically to our work, and so long 
as the indications of Divine Providence appear to make it our duty 
to continue this publication, its readers may rely on its being in all 
essential respects, what it has been and is. We serve a great 
Master, and must try to do our work in such a manner as his serv- 
ice exacts, and not as dying worms like ourself require, or our 
own apparent interests might suggest. Humbly but. resolutely 
will we follow, by God’s grace, the will of our Redeemer, as far as 
we know it; firmly, through his Spirit enabling us, will we main- 
tain his cause, as.we understand it. And when the public patron- 
age will no longer enable us to do so in this form, we will consider 
it an intimation from God, not to change our principles, but to lay 
aside a work in which he no longer requires us to engage, and to 
spend in some other way what strength he gives us. 

Oh! that we might be the means, by precept and example, of 
pointing out to our fellow servants the greatness of the work com- 
mitted to us all, and the heinousness of unfaithfulness, indifference, 
and self-indulgence. 
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{G NOTICES, ACCOUNTS, ANSWERS TO LETTERS, &c." 


New Subscribers.—Col. J. C. Meredith, Livingston, Ala. ; in reply to the.Jet- 
ter of the P. M., we can only say, there is no notice on our books of a previous order. 
—Rev. Mr. Berg, of Phila., by order of Hugh Stinson; the Nos. from Jan. to Oct. 
sent by private hand to H. S.; since then by mail.—Richard Pindall, Esq. Lex., 
Ky., since Jan. 1842; back Nos. to Sept. inclusive sent, and afterwards by mail.— 
Rev. N. H. Hall, Lex., Ky., name added from Sept.—Mr. A. Fischer, Ellicott’s 
Mills, Md., from Jan. ’42, and back Nos. sent.—A. Cazenove, Exq., Alexandria, 
D.C., and $2,50 for 1848, paid —Mr. Wm. G. Allen, Henderson, Ky., from Jan. 
1842, and the back Nos. sent. 

Disconti: ces.—Walton & Kemp, N. O., refuse to take from the office the 
copy sent to their care, for Rev. J. J. Henderson, Galveston, Texas; not knowing 
what else to do, and this being the second refusal by them, discontinue; due us 
$3,75.—Literary Association, Circleville, Ohio, refused; due us $3.—P. M. for 
Tsaac Bridge, N. O., refused; owes $6.—Daniel Kirkwood, York, Pa., discontin- 
ued, paid in full; and the error in the date of the credit to Capt. Donaldson, con- 
tained in the receipt given by D. Owen, corrected.—William Adger, Esq., Charles- 
ton, 8. C.; Rev. Drury Lacy, Raleigh, N. C.; Matthew T. Scott, Esq., Lexington, 
Kentucky, and Rev’d Upton Beall, Norfolk, Virginia, paid in fall to D. Owen and 
discontinued. 

Payments.—James 8. Scott, Esq., Columbia, S. C., $10, in full the end of 
this year.—John Mahard, Jun, Cincinnatti, Ohio, $10, which we receive as in full 
to the end of this year, and offer him our Christian sympathies under his trials.— 
Prof. A. Ryors, Athens, Ohio, $5, which pays to the end of this year, and leaves 
$1,50 to his credit for next year.—Austin P. Cox, Frankfort, Ky., $5, in full to 
the end of this year.—Mrs. Brent, Paris, Ky., $2,50, for 1842.—Rev. John 
Lyle, Lexington Ky., $5, for 1841 and 2.—John Tedd, Esq., Paris, Ky., $2,50, 
for 1842.—Rev. Wm. M. Prestn, Georgetown, Ky., $5, which pays till August, 
1843.—Mr. S. § Patterson, Lancaster Co., Pa., $5, in full to the end of this year. 
—Wnm. M. Marshall, Hagerstown, Md., $5, for 1842 and 3.—Rev. T. Smyth, 
Charleston, S. C., $2,50 for 1842 —Jackson Duff, Oxford, Ohio, $5, for 1842 
and 8; the transfer of the former credit in part to the account of Miss Lees, 
made as directed, and the Nos. written for sent without charge. 

Changes.—Rev. Wm. P. Hickman, direction changed to Newbern, Pulaski Co., 
Va.—Rev. Dr. H. R. Wilson, direction changed to Hartsville, P.O. Bucks Co , 
Pa.—Mr. G. A. D. Clarke, direction changed to Washington City; (the account 
stands thus, subscription for 1839, ’40, 41, 42, $10; cash paid in October ’39, $2.) 
—The copy heretofore sent to Mr. Thomas H. Morehead, Danville, Ky. , is chang- 
ed to Mr. Samuel J. Baird; in answer to the note of Mr. B., we have to say, the 
Nos. since Jan’y 1841 have been sent to Mr. M., and nothing is credited on our 
books.—Rev. Wm. A. Scott, direction changed to city of New Orleans.—Rev. D. 
Dervelle, changed to Princeton, New Jersey.—Mr. Charles Martin, changed to 
Martinsburg, Ohio.—Wilkins Tannehill, Esq., changed to Nashville, ‘Tenn., by 
order of P. M. Louisville, Ky. 

When money is paid to D. Owen, and receipted for by him, it is duly cred- 
ited on our books, and his receipts for subscription are as good as our own; but 
in this case the payments are not published, except in special cases, or for special 
reasons. 

The state of the affairs of this establishment will, we fear, render it necessary 
to send bills to those in arrears to it; to prevent this if possible, we shall wait till 
the first of February, hoping that in the interval, payments enough will be sponta- 
neously made to render needless a proceeding more disagreeable to us, We dare 
say, than to our patrons. 














